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ing more pain than what intervenes^ before the appear- 
ance of the desired thing, or not producing that pain 
which is the object of strong aversion. 

Reply (by the IVfimamsaka) : Not so ; for con- 
duciveness to what is desirable and feasibility through 
one's effort cannot be apprehended together, since 
being an attainable end and being the means are 
contradictory. Only that which has not been accom- 
plished is attainable, and only what is already accom- 
plished can be the means (to what is desirable). A 
thing cannot be known by the same person to be both 
accomplished and unaccomplished at the same time. 
Therefore the two are apprehended at different times. 

Objection (by the logician) : Not so ; since for 
the sake of simplicity the cause (of inclination) is the 
notion of feasibility through one's effort, combined 
with that of being a means to what is desirable, with- 
out producing highly undesirable consequences. And 
there is no contradiction between the same thing bemg 
an end and a means ; for there can be no contradiction 
in its being an end or a means at different times, and 
we can simultaneously have the notion of a thing being 
an end and a means. The new school (of Mimaih- 
sakas), however, maintains that the notion, 'This is 
feasible through my effort,’ is not a cause of inclina- 
tion, since such knowledge is impossible with regard to 
something that is yet to come.* But when a man 

^ Such as the trouble of lighting a fire and getting 
together the accessories of cooking. 

- Because in such a case, if connection due to common 
features is not admitted, perception is impossible. And 
because there is no knowledge of the subject, e. g. a jar. 
inference is impossible. 
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PREFACE 

Ihe Bhasa-pariccheda \rith its commentary, the 
Siddhdnta-muktdvali. by the same author, Vi^vanatha 
Nyaj'a-pancanana Bhattacarj^a, is a manual on the 
Nya3'a-Vai^esika philosophj' which is extensively read 
throughout India by all who want to get a fair knowl- 
edge of the subject within a short compass. Though 
ii tended for beginners, it is a pretty dfficult book, tlie 
chief reason for which is its extreme terseness. In 
3050 Dr. E. Roer published an English edition of the 
Bhdsd-paricchcda, wth extracts from the Muktavali, 
which is long out of print. An English rendering of 
the work uith the Muktdvati was therefore overdue. 


Some consider books on Na\ya-Nj'aya untranslat- 
able into English because of the bewildering intricacy 
of their language. However true of the more advanced 
works, it may not be true of a treatise like this. For 
those who are not well versed in Sanskrit, an English 
V( .'sion of it is sure to be of great help. Realty this is 
a task that should have been undertaken by scholars. 
But since no one has so far done it, I have ventured to 
make an attempt — with what success it is left to the 
readers to judge. Students of Kyaya, however, should 
alw 's remember tliat, no matter how good a transla- 
tio;. is, thc\- must be read}' to do hard thinking for a 
proper understanding of the subject. 


In the preparation of this book the gloss Dir.akan 
•and i{,< scholium BCwicrudn have of course been of 
itiestijuable aid. 1 have also received much help from 
Pandija L'}>cndracandr.3 Tarkacarj'a, Ka\ya-^^•aka^ana- 
Piir:ina-Su:;ikliya-Vcd5nta-Tarka-'Saddar^na'lirtli3, of 



( »v ) 


tV.r- l'-rl>ir Mnth, with whom I studied 
rv^ d'-'-p’.y indebted to Dr. Satkari 
t'.’ t>.. Lecturer in Sanskrit, Pali and 
i'\ I’river-ity of Calcutta, who has 
ii;- nn.nu- 'ripts. added a few notes and 
! .r!y Introduction. Some other friends 
n.' !Pi iinferent ways, I have also got 
fr- r.i the I'' n!:.ali version of the book 
' K.'.-' ridr.icandra Sfislri, m.a. 

V !;i iv- of most profit to those who will go 
Iv:.*! in the original, a small edition 
T iM'.ed by the Nirnaya-sagara Press, 
n:’ thf purjjose. Rut it will be quite hclp- 
Of the different readings, the one 
;; ! .-'ppt.-'priate. has been followed. I 
th'- r<.nd<Ting as literal as possible 
ur.ir.t' ‘iirrih!'-*. The catchwords of the text 
< .:r.Tr,- r.t.-.ry are. taken from the running 
; .• n in Italics. The text has been 

o- pi'H! '. notes have been added to 
’.'t p"- Refcrfur.ts have been given 

■.•ti-':.-. The Index and the Glossary 
v ;'i. it S', prsv.'.med, be found useful, 
t U'v',’; v.in facilitate the study of 
- : i' r.-: d by the iisUrtstcd public, 
■ t i:: ti;- V.'cst. 
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INTRODUCTION 


The Bhdsaparicchcda togctlier wlh the author's 
own gloss called the SiddhmitawuktdvaU was WTitlcn 
by Vi^vanatha Nyaj*apancanana, who flourished till the 
earl)' part of the seventeenth centurj' A. D. at Nava- 
dvipa. Of all the manuals of a s)'ncrc{ic character on 
the Nydya-VaiSc^ka school, the present work is tlie 
most popular and most extensively studied in India, 
The popularity of the work is not due to simplicit)’ or 
brevit)', but rather to its comprehensive treatment of 
most of the important topics and problems that exercised 
the minds of the exponents of the Xavya-Nydya school 
for several centuries. It is admittedly a difficult book, 
being written in the later style of Navya-Xydya tennin- 
olog)’, which was developed by the school of Nadia 
logicians. Wliat constitutes its chief merit and title to 
the celebrity it enjoys is the fact that it admirabh* sums 
up th(' latest results of scholastic lucubrations of this 
.school. The author flourished after Raphunatha 
firomani, Mathuranatha, and Japadisa, and he h.as 
naturally utilised these masters. A study of this work 
is thus a sure prop.xdeutic to advanci d study and makes 
the student fairly welUpostcd in Xaiya-Xydya dia’.tctics. 


Vi^vanatha follows the plan of Pras,astap.'ida in 
his triMtinent of the rurVrjj/.-j categories and ih-ir nla- 
tions, allliouph his exj'osition cmbcxlits new contrib;:* 
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r- A. -.rtAti'-r) mny nppcar to be a jejune discourse 
‘ • -V.-’.n.-'.ic s-uravnl, it does not lack philosophical 

irr.r'rnr.ch as it scr%*c3 to bring out the implica- 
•. - f • r.v-' r.{ causation by explaining the anomalies 
• Av f-.rtrrs not patent to obscr\’ation. It emerges 
‘r • t'; - tint there is no play of chance, and 

’! ■ o\ events is rigorously governed by the 

. v’..- li in-.s not brook any lapse or exception. 
1:. , ••T-i Viivanatha's summing of the proofs of 

r-.r-'. .althoiich extremely brief, stimulates 
: < rj . tv of thi- ^tvld^•nt for fuller knowledge, which 

r r ! I • r .tistV ;! by a study of the Nyayakusum- 
. r, I'v.'.Tantur.aKa and advanced works 


T;-.- Tifrititiori of iakii (cncrg>') and sadrsya 
vrdyj a ivoc.at* d as se parate categories by tlie 
cti'-. tivp. althougli the advanced student 
] ■ r"?.' to tin- fources will feel that the treatment 
■ r.i;t it should not be forgotten that the book 
f r b- ruin'T^. and the student must be thank- 



rot;. or h. s raised all the important topics 
■ cr;,-t,'Iiir.td results. We may refer to 
f’.' f.v.’t’.on of substance by way of illustra- 
tv of •S;-' d'Tinilions propounded by the 
- ■"'.■• r; r.f this school will show the cvolu- 
ht t: 1 .', I'.?,!-: phee in the course of several 
' frn-.' of Prr.A'is.tapada. Sridhara, 


:* 1 h.'i d'-v.n to Vitvanatha. Pra^asta- 


( f ‘nuro r.s tho substratum of 


• -I I y <r. ;:.';r.i h,-. , l>.'en severely attacked 
’ t T:;'- definition fails to apply 

; ;■ d'.v'.il of a qualitj' at the 
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moment of its origination. The second difficulty is that 
we cannot distinguish a quality from a substance in the 
light of tliis definition. If the logical predication of 
quality is the criterion of the subject being a substance, 
then this criterion will appl}' to qualities also. Thus, 
in the proposition 'Qualities are twenty-four,' the 
number of twenty-four, a quality, is predicated of 
'quality,' and the definition would make substance of 
it. Srivallabhacai^’a, the author of the NyayaTilavaii, 
a work of the highest authority on rctVcstfrrt philosophy, 
which has been commented upon by Vardhamana, 
Saiikara Mi^ra and Raghunatha Siromani, to name only 
the prominent masters, has propounded an amendment 
of the definition in the following terms : ‘ Substance as 
the substratum of quality is to be understood as that 
which is never tlic substratum of the absolute non- 
existence of quality as such.' It docs not fail to include 
the substance at the first moment of its origin, as, 
though devoid of quality, the non-c.vistcncc of quality 
in it is not absolute. But this amendment too has been 


roughly handled by Cilsukha and has been shown to 
e.xtcnd to unwarranted c-ases, c. g.. the non-cxistcncc 
itself, as it is not the substratum of this non-c.vistcncc, 
since a thing cannot function as its own substratum. 
Moreover, the charge of unwarranted extension to 
qualities is not rebutted, for number is predic,-ib!e of 
quality, as .^hown alxive. The cxplan.alion of this 
prv'diration on the b.^.^is of co-c,viitcnce of the subject 
and the predicate in the same sub-tratum is an r.rgu- 
mti'.t of despair. The subject .and the pridicate are 
not <upp(i<ed to stand in the relation of co-cxiiteiice in 


any other case. The prtdicale is aiTirmed of the subj-.cl 



r>;.\?\-PARICCHEDA 

... 5. Vt-.pn:; to it, which in the ultimate 

f- tni to be pn.^siblc on the basis of identity 

■ Nr> reason is assigned for departure 
' T r ■•r.;. ::’ inode ot relationship in the pro- 

• are twenty- four in number ' save and 

• ; ;:\o that quaiit\- cannot be the sub- 

.’udity. Rut this is an assumption 
r - : ”0 ' ti> !'■ r-;t;iblishc(l by proof. The nature 
n b-' li- termin' d in consonance with experi- 
■ i ' artimlatcd and logically deter- 

' : !t- l{ into a judgment. A judgment 

• ■ t tv .' t ■ti.'vp'o biund by a relation ; and when 

. i ; .'■-:rr.-. is ii 2 cntic.il. there is no ground 

■ • • . ■ ,ri nf an unwonted relationship in 
■ ■ t . .. f '. thfoiy. So the explanation of 

1 . 't- r- I.iti«n as not one of dcnotational 
‘ 'f • x sttuce li-gs the question and as 

■ ■ • ‘r't..’ b Moriovt r, ‘ the non-c.xistencc of 

' : '-r. expression. It may mean 

' .•Ivr o.ne quality or of all qualities 
r li;? non cvisurice of one particular 
' • ‘T.t v ith the pres''nce of another 
t: -- r '.r;-e.xi.once of all the qualities is 
h M'i e-.( r%' substance. So the defini- 
■ ' ' n '•■.oiild not apply to any sub- 



nil these dilhcuUics and so 
:= n avoids these pitfalls. He 
tJn'.tion of substance as the 
'■> -i.!rii%-cr-'!l (drnuya!va) was 
'• f.f th- substance-universal 
a liquid and a gaseous 
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substance, which possess such a bewildering variation 
of physical qualities, is not a matter of undisputed 
perception. It can be helpful provided an independent 
proof of substancehood is offered. Vi^vanatlia offers 
this proof, not by appeal to experience, which is non- 
comittal, but by working out the implication of 
causalit)'. Altliough ph3'sical qualities like colour and 
sound are not universally predicablc, conjunction or 
disjunction at anj' rate is predicablc of all substances. 
A substance, whether a product or an eternal verit}*, 
must come into the relation of conjunction with, or 
di.sjunction from, another substance. Conjunction and 
disjunction, being events in time, must have a substra- 
tum in which Ihej' can inhere as their cause and 
support. This is called inherent cause to distinguish 
it from other tj'pcs of causes, the difference of types 
of causes being determined bj' the relation it bears to 
the effects concerned. 

It is the postulate of Nyaya~VaHc^I:a mctaphy.sic 
that a cause cannot be a simple entity. In point of 
fact the Xaiyayiha does not believe in the existence of 
uncharacterised simples. The ver\' logical necessit}* of 
a real being possessed of a di-sitinctive identity, the 
forfeiture of which will m.akc it cc,a.se to be aal, pre- 
supjwsos that this self-idcntit\’ must have a definitive 
qualitative content in it. This definitive character m’.i.'t 
be unifonn in all reals wliich fall into a cl.-ss and 


beh.avc in the same waj\ 

To come to our immediate problem, Jlit n it 
.an inherent cause of conjimction cr disjnnrti'in 


hr.vo a drtenninant content, and th.:* thtirmi: 


V.Ti' of 
iUUit 


ni'thing but th.e fub^^.^nce-un;v^^^.•^l, whicli i' pre--.nt 
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i ^ ir.; -':?:::! of conjunction. The rule is that 

. vr;;'.’:-, V.hirh is of smaller or of wider exten- 
■ he a (I'.tcrminant {avacchedaka), and as 

.rvi'i" cjuelitits are not co-extensive with the 
f,' "."■’.litv found in all substances, and as 
f is of wider extension, the determinant 

the rubstancc-univcisal alone {dravyatva). 

; . an independent proof of it, the 

of substance by means of substance-universal 
• rnu the objections advanced against the 

•. r <'.-:,nili"n5 do not lie against it. 

V.V Ir.vo purjnscly selected a controversial prob- 
I • t x'itii a vi'.-w to pronouncing on the merits of 
; ’u'i n prop'ir-ed, but for the purpose of giving 
rr ; ftudeat of Navya-Nyuya an insight 

th-.'lofogy. The merits of Navya-Nydya 
;• pro-emint ntly lie in their method of 

r b. --f co:..'<p ’5 and their formulation in exact 
' Th ; amlvsis is carried to its utmost 


• di-'-.ction of the implications has ncccs- 
of a. tf nninolog>' which is extremely 
v.'A infrtquenlly bewildering. Language 

- b'd to its utmost capacity, and even an 
:> pt, anahvfd in .all its implications and 
’b IT. ‘u.u'o'jv prerision, has required a 

. Ta.e unusual sound of the sesqui- 
S-' . in tjie i'>’Riydyi}:as literally 

y t;.- r.'opbyte from tlic study of 

- t"'";. I ev ri'.t thinl: translation into 

r- :r,',ve thr difficulties, as they 
: r; d *;.. Lut leyicnl in character. To 
V -V i. a hard tatl:. But once the 
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intricacies of the terminologj' arc mastered, the reward 
will be an intellectual satisfaction and a habit of close 
thinking, so essential for the successful comprehension 
of any problem, theoretical or practical. 

We had an occasion to allude to tlie Natyityika's 
conception of reals as complex. Notliing existent has 
a simple constitution. The make-up of all reals that 
have independent being is a combination of a that and 
a mhat. Accordinglj* the content of all knowledge 
worth the name is a complex of an adjective (deter- 
mination) and a substantive, called praMra and 
viSesya respectively. A clear anal5''sis of a cognition 
cannot but take note of these two features and also tlic 
relation which binds Uicm together. The point at issue 
can be brought home if we analyse the concept even 
of an ordinarj’ object, say, a jar— the favourite example 
of the Naiyayika. The jar is a thing, a real, a fact. 
Hut that is not the whole thing about it. It is the 
commonest character of all reals. \Miat makes the jar 
what it is and positively constitutes its individuality 
and negatively differentiates it from other reals is the 
adjectival jjarl of the jar, which is its very essence. No 
conception of a jar is possible whicli does not sieze 
hold of this adjectival factor as its content. The 
adjective and the substantive alone do not exhaust the 
individuality of an object, but tlicre is a icrtiutK quid. 
vhich cements the tAvo elements into one whole, llic 
ceniuiting bond is the relation and is thus a companc.nt 


f.^cl(•-r of the individu.ili!y of a rt-al. To distincniish it 
fn-m the adjectival element, whidi is also the detcr- 
mitiant of individa.-slity, it is called the ditirminant 
ctis rtbtion. A concept, which is the r.ihihnum unit 
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' i' tVir.s cnpib’.c: of being defined as a cogni- 

*' , V 1 '>'. 1 .' note of a relation. A cognition which 
• :/ 1 r :-.:r-,’.vnfi a idalion is not psychologically 
•' ■* In < r v ords. a cognition felt or fit to be felt 
■; "r.-: to b? determinate. The possibility of an 
, , ' “rt.-.n; •• C-' "lition. however, is not denied, but it 
‘ matur ol logical necessity, A deter- 

: v is a judgment, implicit or explicit, 

• ; \ f - r:'.ir<\nre of the relation between the 

1.V..1 ! i:i<' sub-tantival element. But judgment 

y ■ ;i ■■ ( ;:'.y if there is a previous knowledge of the 
f:.~:nr. which is brought into relation with 
•' ■ '.'f.tivo in a judgment. Now the previous 

■ r nj try. wliich IS thc precondition 

n- :;t, canrnl bo judgmental in character. It 
’ - ' I ■ md-.t'Tminatc. If it were determinate, it 
'■ • :! ! r- '::!;ro .'notl:- r cognition of the adjective as its 

■ -n ; tint ab-o would require another previous 

,f , ,,,}j preceding cognitions were 

' ■ :v • *' in rlnrnct'-r. So there must be a simple 
T. ' .' nprihirnion fomewherc at thc outset, 

" ■ '1 a virions iufinitc series. 


t .. 


• T 


( 



1 : 


ny nil knowledge fit to be perceived 
ti'.i: The knowledge that a knowl- 
always introspective in form, 



r ■ f>r ‘I have knowledge of thc 
ut rvf'.Tence to an object is 
y.:y:Lz .as an impossibility. On 
•mvnt ‘I l:now the jar' will be 
judrrrvnt, called ViiHa- 
of tiie relation of a 
.;v- :• a 5'ri-,-, of judsjTnenls. In 



INTRODUCTION 


xvii 


the first place knowledge is predicated of the subject 
as something which has happened to him. In the 
second place knowledge is qualified by its object ‘jar.’ 
In the third place the jar is qualified by jamess — the 
jar-universal {ghafatva). Now tlic first judgment pre- 
supposes tlie second and tlie second the third. The 
content of the second judgment is the proposition 
'The jar is,’ and this enters into the content of the 
judgment 'I know the jar.’ The judgment ‘The jar 
is,’ is made possible onl)’ if there is knowledge of jar- 
ness, as articulate knowledge of a thing unqualified is 
impossible. And the knowledge of ‘jamess’ as the 
qualifying adjective of jar, being the precondition of 
the judgment ‘The jar is,' has been shown to be in- 
detemnnate on pain of a regressus in infinitmn, and 
the contents of indetenninate knowledge arc undolcr- 
mined. 

The Xiiiyayika docs not believe in tlie possibility 
of a felt knowledge which has for its content an un- 
tlelcnnined object. The object, whatever it is, has a 
character qualifying it (prakdra) and must be felt as 
such. It may be asked that if the knowledge of an 
object nccc.«;sarily iru'olves the knowledge of a deter- 
mination {prakiira), is the determination known to be 
diicrmincd by a further determination? The answer 
is that a determination felt as an element in the object 
is utjuctcrmined, but when independently conceived as 
expressed by a term, it must be felt as determined by 


a qualifying adjective. Thus, jarr.e 
in tl'.c co.nccpt of jar is. felt by its-, 
dilennination, but u^.<Ur^tl•’^^d as 
Mi'nl ’jrir:te.=s‘ indtpir.dently of its 
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tion {abhavaiva) and bj' 'the jar,' its counterpositivc. 
Negation without reference to its counterpositive is 
not intelligible, and as the counterpositive is neither a 
universal nor an unanalysable characteristic, it must 
also be known as determined. But as the previous 
knowledge of all these determinations is not at hand 
and is on the contrarj' detrimental to a negative judg- 
ment. it must be admitted that they are comprehended 
together in a complex judgment called ViSistavaisisiya- 
jmva. Again divine intuition being uncaused is not 
conditioned by a previous knowledge. So tliere is no 
reason for holding determinate knowledge to be caused 
by a previous knowledge. 

To this contention the Naiyayika replies that the 
opponent makes undue extension of an exceptional 
case and makes an c.xccption the universal rule. 
Though the objective conditions of complex judgment 
may be present ab inUio, they do not lead to a judg- 
ment all at once, if the knowledge of the determina- 
tion or the determinant of the determination is not 
present in the mind of the subject. Thus in a case 
where redness, a g.annent (the substratum of redness), 
a jar and substancehood arc apprehended together 
without reference to the relations governing them 
respt ctiwly, th.e re.^uUing judgment could be ‘ I know 
the red jar.’ whtcli is never the case. This shows that 


knowledge of the nlation, that is to 
tnt judgnnnt, e. g., 'the jar is red. 
eondi’.ian pttv'tdent of .a complex 


say. an indep-. nd- 
i^; inv.arinbly the 
judgment. M(.re- 


ovir, ,a jr.r may br cognised 
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"* ir. t:'.'' j?.r. The result will be either of the 
r vir., 'Tlicre is a jar' or ‘There is a thing 
- • of a univcrsil ' and not promiscuous. There 
■ -- a rc-.-'-.n for this %'ariation in result, and it 
i- • r.T’.'.-thinc e!=o than this that the knowledge 
<] t'^rminatjon in question is the decisive condi- 

■ f t'.- ju'l.'rmtn* that will follow, whether simple 

• nr ,..napl«x IvHUhivaiHstydimiia). 

V,':.-'.- (]••' <:nr'ine on knowledge of reals wc had 
fih.; r’.f that all entities arc felt as deter- 
; ‘- me char-fteristic except the universal 

. •..j th- un.ij'.alv-'ihle chamcteristic (akhand- 
{• !t r..' f!iir.<'nls in reals. In other words a 
U nr.; further determined, and the 
:-.mp!c. If a determination were further 
r:-.: ; hv an'-.;h*'r determination, there would be 
• ’ 'f 1'., r.n.l the rc.'ult would be a deadlock. A 
' ;! r:; I-' r.;;--.! in this conne.vion. A detcr- 

f.' t, b.it v.hy should it be a upfidhi also 
; ; *. = .1 • .•'! ' XMiy «:h.ould not jdti alone serve 

’ ■ .n in all r.as‘-'s? The answer is as 

};' » jy,! all the incidents of a universal 

■ • ■ ' 5 T ; - It fun-'tion.s ,as a synthesising 

!■ .* i' rm r lacks one or the other of the 



nr.-.e, rt-'i and so stand-s aloof in 
Ik ■:•-!«- th rf may be an impedi- 
cl'.'fd :i cnivirsal, though it may 
r.-";;.!-. The li,t of impediments 
r.-irn- rr.ti d under the stanza XI 
■ : ? tJf t'.y -e, cross-division and 


r- • :'u r. .-juire an f-lucidation, 
* of cs:;:;;-;t of viev/5 and the latter 
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owing to a possible misconception. We take np the 
latter first. The problem arises in this way: The 
different universals are numerically and constitution- 
ally distinct, and still tliey are called by a common 
name, viz., universal, and are comprehended by a 
common concept. Thus in relation to one another 
the}'' behave like individual members of a dass, and 
this would make the postulation of a wider universal 
comprising all the universals in its scope a logical 
neccssitjf, as is the case with individual cows or horses. 
But tills cannot be done. The higher universal in 
question may scn'c to synthesise all tlie universals 
under one class, but being itself a universal like those 
it synthesises, will require a still higher universal to 
synthesise itscll with the other universals under a 
common group. But the same difficulty will arise with 
regard to the second higher universal also. The result 
will be a vidous regress^ts in infiniiuni, and tliis forbids 
us to posit a higher universal over and above tlic 
ncognisctl universals. If there be a necessity for a 
sjaithcsising principle, it will be a upddhi and not a 
jiili. 


As regards cross-division there is a sharp difitrence 
o{ opinion about its invalidating capadty, as it docs 
not involve an absurdity, which is patent in other 
cases. Tlic Veddr.iist docs not regard it as a bar, and 
so .also a section of the Ssiydytkas. It is argued that 
wh.ca the s}’nthclic operation is present and lliere docs 
not arise an ahsurdit}’, there is no reason for denying 
tlir.t the attribute? in quc?tio:i arc miivcrsal'. Wc can 
tiistinguisU three types o{ attribute^ in so far as tlsdr 


mntu.al rc3atio::ihip varies. Firstly, attributes which 
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r;v:i;;-r.y exclusive and never found to coincide, 
r vr; '5'I and horsehood. Secondly, between 
' : i.* K.v.nd to have independent incidence while 

‘.’..'r :> not, c. g., jarhood and substancehood. 

rerr/: attributes which are partially exclusive 
: '.rtx'.Iiy coincident, c. g., the attributes of being 
i.ru :.t (b/i'ifdva) and of having limited dimension 
Tiio first and second tj^pcs are regarded 
r. -.1:. The third type of attributes is subject 
■”.tr:v-:r;.y. The Xaiyaytka is of opinion that if 
are to coincide, tlicy must be related 
r and Iowit, that is to say, the extension of 
rr.u t he included in that of the other. The 
■n nt r.rgin; tint when independent incidence is 
! upon ns the condition of universals on the 


■ " • of cov.:!r.od and horschood, and partial exclu- 
f 'y c ar' of the other is no bar against their being 
• i.s 1:5 the second type of attributes, there is no 

y wh.y there should be opposition with 

■ I ^ ^ tr. ' ifurd iypn on the ground of partial 

'■ ‘-y ^ c.nother. Udayana contends that if 
. . U-. .... » xclu'ive unK’frsals were to coincide, 
, ^ ' *Y ■•' e^’.ood could also bo supposed to 

‘ p " mnhe. the distinction of a cow' 

. do! .-. Hut the opponent points out 

* •/ t^'-'lii-ivc universals can never 
j ‘ ayainst two partially exclusive 
' •'* ■'•*> a-' it is ratified by experi- 
' • '■ y urav.Ts by Udayana is not on all 


‘■'f opinion with regard 
unarurnity v.ith regard to the 
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rest of the impediments. When an impediment is 
present the synthesising attribute is called ttpddhi. 
Vpddhi again admits of twofold division according as 
it is susceptible of analysis or not. Thus etherhood 
(akdSatva) is a ttpddhi. But if etherhood can be 
equated with the character of being the inherent cause 
of sound {iahda-samavdyi-kdranatu), which is the 
definition of ether, it will be called an analysablc 
[sahhanda) ttpddhi. But the concepts of adjectivehood 
and substantivehood, etc., are not analysable into 
simpler terms, and hence they are called akhanda (un- 
anal3*sable) upddhis. The latter felt as determinations 
in reals are not further determined. 

We have discussed only a few problems and have 
avoided a vast mass of important topics. We do not 
pretend to be competent, nor is it the place here, to 
discourse on them. The translation of works of Navya- 
Nydya literature into a foreign language is almost an 
impossible task, and if possible at all, will require 
Ifcrculcan labour. The subtle nuances of the termino- 
logical e.vprcssions refuse to be rendered into another 
language. The present translation is a new enterprise, 
and the author of it, Swami Madhavananda, has 
achieved considerable success. The translation is 
accurate and in most places extremely happy. His 
task has been uphill, because the SIxtkidvali is full of 
discussions in which the terminology* of the New School 
lias been freely used. The special charm of the trans- 
lation is the studied avoidance of all tc-chnic.alitics of 
Western philosophy, which makes it intelligible even 
to a person who is not a student of philosophy. But 
.a tr.inriation, however successful, cannot altogether 
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tV.'* f;i:Ticulties of the original, and so the present 
•-tt'c. v ill Tcqtiirc as close attention as the original, 
y r.iV; in the chapter on inference. The foot- 
r-Ith-ugh brief, are felicitous and will help the 
'•'ivhj'.g of the text. It will particularly help the 
*. if he --tudies the book along with the original, 
.:‘.'’:;n-'n into another language serves to a great 
t ‘I'l!'-' purpose of a commentary. The credit of 
t'.;- pioneer-translator into English in the field 
-.^-.Vy.iya will go to Swami Madhavananda, 
i'.nch.’h translation of Sankara’s Bhdsya on the 
Upani^ad and other philosophical 
• t;.'.- aln-ady made his name familiar to the 
Indian philosophy and religion. I can un- 
aviT that his English rendering will 
; t;.'. fircl'- of naders of this important work, and 
'•■.i b' in.-.‘.n:mcntal in stimulating the interest of 
■ ■ ■ ».t ph.i!o;nphy in yavya-Nydya — a subject 
■ ti;-.; dried a sealed book to many and a 


t? 


^ i.'VanJitha Nyayapancanana we are 
e.'.-iMn of considerable data about his 
r.'l family history. Visvanatha has 
t- f'f Ir.s composition of the Nydyasuira 

• r 1550 of the Saka era, which is cqui- 
^ This work was written at the fag- 
■ t ^ r:,c where he passed his last 
r. r v,T.-, Karmatha Vidyanivasa, who 

i r ara ^ idy.avacaspati, the young- 

• <i ;d,v?, S.Ar,'abhp.uma, the founder of 

.y at -.avadvipa and Uic first teacher 
- ^.romiT.i of immortal fame. The 
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father of Vidyavacaspati and Sar\'abhauma was 
Malie^vara Vi^arada, celebrated for his scholarship and 
piety, whose father Narahari of Banerjee clan settled 
at Navadvipa in the fourteenth centuty A. d. ViSva- 
natha also wrote another w’ork called Mawsafaftva- 
vheka — an intcresUng treatise on Stnrii. The work 
was written as the result of a controversj^ with the 
panditas of Maharastia with a view to \indicating the 
custom of meat-eating among the Brahmins of Northern 
India. It has been published by the Saraswatibhavana 
of Benares. The author shows vehemence in his 
advocacy of the custom, which prevails particularly in 
Bengal, and ridicules the South Indian panditas, who 
deprecate meat-eating, as the followers of the Buddhist 
tenets. For the details about the genealogj^ and the 
litcrarj' achievements of the ancestors of oiir author 
we refer the reader to the Introduction of the Nyuya- 
paricaya, in Bengali, by M. M. Phanibhfisana Tarka- 
viigKa, whom we have the privilege and honour to 
have as our esteemed colleague in the University of 
Calcutta. 
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iS. An inherent {santavdyin) cause is that, 
iniivring' in which an effect is produced. The 
'.'.jU;e v.hich is connected with that is the second; 
v.i;.-it is otht-r than these is the third. 

Th-: c-iuic :i-hick is comtecled uiitli that is the 
is, non-inherent cause. Although under 
V cv::niilon. the conjunction of the shuttle and thread 
;i;.;y b- ' tb.c rion-inhcrcnt cause of cloth, likewise 
ctc.^ may be the non-inherent cause of impact 
v*.i .* ..nd k.'iov.lidge etc.^ may also be such a cause of 
<J/ ct'.,* yet this can be avoided by adding to the 
!;■ of the non-inherent cause of a cloth the 

piirri.-e, ‘ other than the conjunction of the 
i.attiv and thread.’ The conjunction of the shuttle and 
r. A.iver. IS cirtainly a non-inherent cause of 
' c-..:;]'.;:.c!i.,n of the shuttle and cloth. In like 
impulse etc. are certainly tlie non- 

; c.ui-e of (another) impulse/ movement, etc. 

* i :, — ;! •.n toxiubty coaiiected with. The 

' lal.jUatuin of the effect. 
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. ;r..:c t;:o can be produced by the staff etc. alone, 
arc ncccsiary invariable antecedents, staffliood 
(3.:: /.j.'va) tic. arc (obviously) superfluous. It cannot 
ar jcd. conclusive reasoning is there for this 
i. rite view? Because if staffhood be the cause, a 
. t : v,hic;i the staff is a factor has to be regarded 
. th- (iM'.isali relation, and that is cumbrous.^ 
.".a I'iy t!'.!- nfth one alone serves the purpose of the 


Similarities ;A\d Divergences xlmnly 

AMO.ST, THE Sl BST.-VNCES 
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2 ’. Only a substance should be known as 
the Uilurvut tau^e. while the fact of being 
r.v.'.-iai.crvi’.t <ause should be known as belong- 
•i * i-ly to o and actions. 



c'tc . — The meaning is quite clear. 
I'.nn-inhcrent cause is a feature 




othvr than qualities and actions. 
»t ii the common feature of all 
Or r.on-inherent causality may 
{>■- of a generic attribute 
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the tvxt prccoeds to describe specifically the 
•s iextxtrcs oi different substances; £ari/i, etc. 

diit»r.ce or nearness, limitedness, action and 
■'.* .\z-: tr;.; common features of earth, water, fire, 

•J :;;;r.d. I: cannot be contended that the defini- 
j too narro'.'.- to include a jar etc.‘ in which 
..s or di.'iar.ce has not originated ; for what is 
; is th-it they possess in common those generic 
u;-.,- c-nci rnitant with’ substancehood which are 
-t-.r.t with distance etc. 'Limitedness' is having 
.t'-nc-r dimtn^ion. That also belongs to them‘ 

. i'.r the dimt.-n.'ion of ether etc. is inferior to 
,\s bciore. it should be understood that posses- 
.ction jneans having those generic attributes con- 
v.ith subitoncebood that are co-existent with 
i. and p<o-i-.-.si;!g impulse means having those 
• uttrilii'.i . ccii.comitant with substancehood that 
; \u having impulse. 
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-V, Time, ether, the soul and space have 
■.ni.-i.- and superlative dimension. The 
.;I. -rmci.r. lc:'jiuung with earth are elements, 
have touch. 

r, .o;d un.l r/ace IniVi' omnipresence. 
■ •...:h .dl limited things, and superlative 

■* t'-'.:.; ci i ip-.-rlative dimension {parama- 
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-.vcrd 'prcducts.' If the common features of ether 
the soul’ be considered, then tlie word 

■; roduc:* may he omitted : for the definition will be 
.tpylicahle if we take aversionhood {dvesatva) etc.® as 
Since superlative dimension is a quality of 
the type under discussifin,® and since duality {dvitva) 
etr , be;:;,;' also nparded as subject to destruction at the 
moment, answer to that description, the word 
;.3r js added to exclude them. Or (the last part 
>.! ti’ie ab.r.ve dennition} ntay be put as ‘lasting for tluree 
in uhieh case it may be applicable to the 
.'-u; ;i v.e take desirehood {icchdtva) etc.* as e.\amplc3. 

3<r:n 3- SRIiWra-hT II II 

j.s, Tho first three (substances) are endowed 
v.jj;! co'.uur, Iu|ui(iity and perceptibility. (The 
urii) two h:uv weight .and taste. Two (earth 
;.i;d fire) have nrnfitial liquidity. 

/'.•a- i'f.fcc. etc -That is to say, earth, water 
.xr* col^.ur. liquidity and the capacity of 

I - : I -ji.e:-, oi p- rrejitio.n. It cannot be urged, what 
that the eye.s etc., the fire that is 
t.;rtr.-;) iryii;-; and (hot) vapour have 
' ■... :.l i-.i.rtii ith--- traU.dkd one) in the text 

:: 1 1.' p.;.. nr :n Ocd. The 'etc.' refers to 
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jo| I ppS uo)ioui utip joqio ojq o) jo '0)0 sjcf O) puo)XO 
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:hrit t;.-.; rX'Sa etc., as also the particles of earth etc. 
c^rrit j hy t:;c wind, possess taste etc. ? For there too 
w .,- (-.lU iiihr ihiHi from their earthhood etc. Two, i. e. 
t.ir.h .‘.r.d lire, have artificial liquidity. It cannot be 
,i i .irtiiicial liquidity does not e.\tend to jars 
f 1 : .in:l to tire etr., as it should ; for the term ‘artificial 
1; .-nt'ans thcirt- gt-ncric attributes concomitant 

...til . a’f.-ta.’ui-hc'od that co-exist with artificial liquidity. 


^ HTOW li li 


2^'i. The ^ouls and the elements are endowed 
With spetial qualities. What has been stated to 
I." the common features of particular things are 
- features that are lacking in common in other 
thing-j. 


liu- c.'f — That is to say, earth, water, fire, 
.i:r. tU;,.' a.';d thr iniiU po^st-ss special qualities. What 
-Tnat is to say. f.xccpting knowability etc.* 
t'.; ; • .-.i!- ti-.auivs tii.st arc never lacking in anything, 
-irt- uniwrsally present. 
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h-j eight' (qualities) beginning with 
the tendency called impulse arc the 
.ar. The eight beginning with touch. 


ifj-.ir.it'.-aiiij. 


coiijunctioii. 



•punti ntp 01 r.siopq .I'jjului; pin: 'jvps::;;: 
in|A\ J:inunj® ■>q o.\ti nqi pur 

*po«) 10 c-Mijirnb oip njr i.ioji;> pur r>j|svp '.'itp-* 
-pwouj-; ‘j.iqunui ipt.w SiniiinS-^vq o.mi r>t|] -if 
II 11 ttidH rslife Kb uiiifcdiii 

I itife bismh Kb ;h3abitis 

** ^ ^ ^ ^ * 

•JTiji' ‘.uJMtiJ r;/.y pj-^w .v.j j 

'.inqin ui opiqc punos sir qo.w sr p 
pur oiun ut opiqr joqumu tpt.w Suiuu|»<iq o.\u 
oqx qnos oip jo sopqrnb oip t-)!!,' uo^unoj 
— luoiuop pur luoiu ‘uoissoiduu 'jnquuui ipi.w 
Suiuuinoq jO.Mj Dtp 'oSpnpwouq tpt.w SuuiuiSoti 
,xis oqx 'ipiCD ui opiqr p.tius Sutpnpui inq <:s')U 
-pto Sujpnpxo uDoynoj oAoqr oqx 

II \\B Jskii a-Kb^UhsiB 

I iBimR Holt ibOpjlir^ 

II II ihMh: aKbfeiuzgtB MvkifenrJftB i 

•ja)rA\ ut ojr sopiirnb UD3)jno) osoqi 
— ssoupio ‘Djsrj 'jnoioD ‘Aqpinbp 'jqSio.w *os[nd 
-uii ‘pono; qii.w 2uiuui3aq )qSiD oqx 

11 H II ^tauis pk 

I :b!bl^ & islib ^ib)=‘n'steb . 

’op 'piSto om 

•OJIJ 

JO sopqrnb oqj oir Ajrpinbp pur ospiduit 'jnopo 


62 


SHDsrvasans ho 'oxs saiiiimn'cis 


it 




THE SUBSTANCES 

E.artii 

m irar i 

fscram to: ii \k \\ 

'’,5. Of these, earth is the cause of smell 
;d is considered to be multi-coloured. There 
e (all the) six kinds of taste in it (only), and 
is considered to have two kinds of smell. 

dcif-ribi'd the common features and features 
it .iTc I.irkiriji in common, the te.vt now takes up earth 
i ii:i‘ o:)uT substances one by one in the words: Of 
: ijrih. eic. Tkc cau'-e of smell — That is to say, 

. ;r.:.vr, :.t c.ii:-c of smell. Although its merely being 
. • „'.d {.f smell should be the definition, yet, in order 
a ]:rcof for the generic attribute earthhood, 
i. as the cause (of smell). To e.xplain: 

>i L, vitablishtd as the determinant of the 
I. c^ii.Vi!iiy of smell. Otherwise every smell 
. > .- rr.. :h::;g produced by chance. It cannot be 

' . i etc. have no smell, (the defini- 

.. -f 0 Ctlorouincss does not extend to them; 

!’■ j.i;i fcriij be inferred to) e.xist. The 

; :!■ m-.H can a,; well be e.xplained by the 
t, /. ,, Vir-jp.-j c:;ougii. Otherwise how can 
...’.i ■ ;• u . i in thvir a.-,hes? Since the ashes are 

• i '-.i >.1. Ar.'xilju of the stones, it is proved 
: .• ■; of the material* forming the 



I. tj'-r.-* xrt j-j ^ 

pi-:;-? :• :-J ^v:{ s;:*-: v, ^ 
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iir.VvU oi p'?oj“inpun .^q pjnotjc ^tnppiyip nq\ 'a.i'sjtq 
?t: Misn i-'w.*; <n{j Apif> st .^j>qi 

uj ’oircjn tijic-'’ 111 •iptqc jo Mouq .'>.\\ irtp ’I'-n 
puc j.-TiAv? 'ajst:) jo spuiq xp ’spu:y> xt>; 

•cAsro ift* o) A{qi’A||{IdK st uoijjoiiip 
oxp 'jctp .lAcq osjt; ucj 'oji sjcf uirnsAS TrXr.C^ -^qi oj 
SiiipjODOx; ooiqs ptrc 'jnojoD jo ^Suinp put* iioiiAn.nsAp 
OwJ-iptm qucA JO sxuojc 'uiajsXs T^qi^''?;'-A >"*qi v>i 
Suipao33T: ADUjs ‘inoioD jo uopanjp.ip oj p.ifqns s^iiiqi 
in apiqn ji:qj pooqa^ncjpqns qq.M junijuiootios sAjncjU)ii! 
ou.iu.-?8 asoqj jo uotssas?ocI aqj jo : Fjnojoj ow^ StHArij 
;5SuTqj lu flpiqt! liiqj pooqoonrpqns qiwv juuitiutfj 
-U03 sojnqujjt; duouaS osoqj jo uotssassod Aqj siaMiii jt 
joj ; poonpojd uaoq jou aAnq sjnojoD ju-wjjtp q.->[qA\ uj 
qwca oqj oj i^iddc jou soop uoijmtjop ,iqj jtqj pA&’jn nq 
puuTia Ji qcoq jo uoijdi; sqj qSnojqj EunojoD ju-UAjjtp 
SATiq Xmu ^{tmuvxip) Xjpuo oiSuis v. ‘joAo.Moq 'ipiKn 
JO uiEUiop aqj uj ssouojiqAi /Ciuo OAnq Xsqj Joj "dja 
aajcAi UJ jou puc 'auoji; qjaco in jsixo onjq piiu Ajjq.w 
sv qons saiDsds snojiUA jo sinojo^ ; /iwiiojoJ-j/jM/p 

qpuis SuiAuq S|i OAOJdsip 
oj Sujqjou SI ojoqj ‘osiio aqj Sapq jtqx ‘qi-ics osfK 
SI uiaqj JO dn apuui si juqj ouojs aqj ‘qjJta ojc auojs jo 
suiojB oqj aouTS 'snqx "oooid ojtjuo uc jo (jjo Stiuua)) 
uopoaqsap aqj /Cq paonpojd si jtqj Svj v jo asto aqj 
ui paAJasqo si siqx oq? Suiuuoj jcijajrui oip jo 

pajja aqj si jaqjoire jo uoponjjsap aqj Aq paonpojd si 
jcqj Suiip TJ jtjqj apj oq? OAuq a.ii joj : sauojs 
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th .' p'.'it.ision oi those generic attributes concomitant 
v.i:h cubatar.cehcod that abide in things having two 
xir.ci.; oi taste, r^o iiitds of smell: This is merely a 
; tattatcut Gt fact, not that the possession of two kinds 
1. ; .-a'.v’il constitutes a definition (of earthhood) ; for in 
c.ise ti;e mention of two kinds would be redundant. 
11;:. e iv.o kinds should be understood as good and bad 




HTcTTRc-JT ^ ^ ^or, II \\ II 

;,t>. It.s touch should be understood as 
ticitiicr hot nor cold and generated by the action 
or fire. It is of two kinds — eternal and transi- 
tory. That in the form of an atom is eternal. 

li: — f.f i-arth. Air also possesses touch that is 
:.v iil.-r i.Gt nor cold. Hence the words t Generated by 
of ;;rc.‘ Thus the above statement is for 
that the touch of earth is neither hot nor 





3i;va!:ing, its definition is that it possesses 
■eiierated by the action of heat — the rest 
ut. .Although touch that is generated by 
i' a! is abiciit in cloth etc., yet the defini- 
;it.s the p<-;it-5sion of those generic attri- 
aant with substancehood that abide in 


i -;;..; touch t.hat is generated by the action 



• 44 J* itfi ;; 


i. c. earth, ij oj tx^o hinds, that is 
irjK-.Ucry. That, i. e. earth, i« the 
cternjL 




H cf v.v,ti;r, arc and air. 
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•Xpprd JO di-'Ai} nMjfJ 
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jXJxp poSjn oq jouuxio Ji (Sxuoib jo oScjqtuassi; uc Aq 
pautxjidxa oq ubd sSuiqj sx; 'oioq.w b jo oauojsjxo oqj jo 
joojd oip si jEqAV -Osiqppna oq? /^q) uopoofqo 

•sjjv^ fo possxfsso^ St ^HOp 'qj^XID AjOJtSUXJJIl 

oqj '3 *1 'sttjx • Kiopstwii St 'puXp oqj ipi.w SaiimtSaq 
SuiqjvCiOAO 'spjOAx joqjo xn ‘tuojr oqj xuoij juojojjij) 
SI qoiqAX ipjBo 'o 't 'pi[f twiij j^njo st piij[[ 

•s;39[qo put; ui;Sjo ‘soipoq — suijoj oajqj 
SBq puy 'sjJTjd jo pDSsassod si ouoji; sujx 
•AiojisuBJj SI juqj uuip jaqjo si JuqAV 
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be visible. Nor can it be questioned how, in 
exircrr.'-Iy i'.catcd oil etc., visible fire is produced from 
.1:1 i:ivii,ible stream of fire ; for we can well understand 
i;ie visible fire has been produced from the visible 
partic'.is of fire within the oil etc. Nor can it be 
:itd how the visible triad is produced from the 
i:r. dyad ; for we do not maintain the visibility or 
r.visf of any tiling by nature, but that a thing is 
viiiblc only when the totality of causes such as medium 
.and manifested colour is present, and in the 
•il -.lice of that it is invisible. So the triad is visible on 
of its medium dimension ; but since the dyad 
•-t- Uck it. they are not visible. According to you 
..'..v), it Ls not possible (to perceive atoms); for atoms 
r.-i’.e no n’.<.dium dimension. Thus the e.xistence of a 
wi. IS proved, and since the origin and destruction of 
are facts of perception, they are transitory. 
I: they have an endless series of parts, Mt. Meru 
..:.d a inujlaril Seed would be equal.* Hence the 
It'- - > die ir,ion must be stated to stop somewhere. 

if that limit where the process stops be transitory, 
•r .1 ,.;.a nvan that an effict* may be produced without 
..a r..at eamie. Therefore it must be eternal. Just 
..I ‘...e of i.n-,dium dimension have their limit 




pirt). thcie .igain further parts, autl 
t;. ;i. th-re l.csjij; no fttial unit of a (kfinitu 
; I .. uj, ».j n-iVc difleri-nt razes, ffetice 
t.. ■ .r-.al.-.t Ui;:;’ would be equal : as, in 
by zero is zero. 

c: m it entity. If the limit 

'■ ..i: i a, oucii inhere in its 

' ; irii if:;.i.j ,ix.. pri,;eUte<I '.vith an 

c:; ct havm.; n.j parts, which is 
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‘utristtiijut tfi yK^s.v.?.>i n oj ‘jprnj jj ,-i.-)tns '.iiqv'siutn 

i; jo; : «o on puB ’surd .rvrq Xcui o'-qr pij.^p b ;o 
<:] ji:d aip ?v->j()jd ?iqi uj jctp potfin .iq )ouiao j; ptioi*; 
-uouiip (lunuwiu) ;jou.i;tn $it jo joojd v. si (iliiup r .^q) 
,nDiiTasqns .luo ucip ojohi }o uo|55.:)Ssod .Bp jn; *. ptnm 
-tiSjB OApBJoqojjoj V jnoipi.B siqj si joj^ -juf b ;o 
snAftq o.w} .up ipi.w osbd .iqi si su '« 0 lSU.^uItp uinipAiu 
}o sSuiip a;bui°{jo .Cup osiiBJiq 'syrd .^Auq (spiiXp 
•0 *i) puu; B }o «qjBd oqx, :ifuiuosBOJ f?uiA\o|{o; .iip .^q 
s]JBd joqun; oabi; o; p.iAOJd aq ubo S]JBd .asaip jo tpra 
puB ; jcf B i{itA\ asBO oip St SB 'oDUBisqns aiqtsiA b si jr 
osnta.Aq *s;jBd SBq pBu; y ;Suruoscaj Sur.wopoj .aq; /{q 
sped OABq o; p.iAOJd oq uca ;i Joj : peu; .atp ipi.n ;snf 
do;s pinoqs ssaaoid aq; ;Bq; pa9jn aq ;oiruBD .;i •uio;b 
oip SI ;Bq; ajoj.ajaqx '.ajaqA\auios ;|uii{ jjaq; .oabi; 
;siuii uo;suauiip oiuio;e oq; jo osoq; os "ova jaq;.a ui 
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ir.otlur and those not so born. The former again are 
/ • tv.o kinds: those bom of the uterus, as of men etc., 
.■.r.d those born of the egg, as of snakes etc. Bodies 
not bom of the mother are those springing from 
nt '.’sture, those shooting out of the earth, and so on. 
Tile {•■•rnier .ire represented by worms, gnats, etc,; the 
hitter bv plants, shmbs, etc. The bodies of the deni- 
ns of heii are also not bora of the mother. It cannot 
qu! itiiiiied, what is the proof that the human and 
r h'.'dn-s are earthy? For the proof lies in their 
.--m-:’ smell etc.‘ Kor can it be urged that since 
v.e :Mt;ce moisture, heat. etc. in them, they must also 
v.aury and so on-'; for then there would be a cross- 
n’ betwt-cn waterhood. earthhood, etc. Nor 
• .in it be s.iid that in that case they should only be 
•.-...u ry nr the like, but not earthy ; for from the per- 
f oi amdl etc. in them, and from the fact that 
I’.-n aftir the elunination of moisture etc. they are 
. ••. nt'i.J to be bodies, they are proved to be earthy. 
.-.1 .-...‘..r etc. should be understood to be present in 
>,.'.r'.I:y :.r;d other bodits as au.xiliary causes only. 

liv^dyii^vd ( is not a generic attribute ; 
: r It ......il.! itivulve a cross-division* with earthhood 

; .it It i, Liin;,’ tlit* substratum of effort. Since 
t: , < .d o h.'ive t-iion, the definition docs not 
‘ ..].!■ th :n It cinr.ot be urged, what is the proof 

; -j: o!,.-r th'Aii ■.viulc. 


• ’.ity 111 v.at. r, iiK.J tiirthhocd oeI>' •« 

• ■ ' X..I HI :;.e L.vly. 

i:;-,*-.:.:-,-, h a 'oc-.Iy, hut not 
Lai Lcj;--', ; while titc hur.mi 
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cycles ; hence the generic attribute Nrsirahahood being 
the definition is applicable to them. 

f/n* c/jjK, i. e. the earthy organ, is ike nose. If 
i: I'.- eskfd, how is it earthy? — tlie answer is, in the 
i. hov.'.r!:? manner: The organ of smell is earthy, 
among colour and the rest it reveals only 
as it is with the clarified butter produced from 
• milk, \\hich reveals the perfume of saffron. It 
it be urged that in the e.vample cited (the reason) 
nrni unded.' since the thing reveals its own colour 
: . b-v cause the word ‘onh’' indicates that the colour 
fi other things are not revealed. Nor can it be 
tnat (the reason) is inconstant- with regard to 
■ -.it- r, which reveals the smell of a new (baked) earthen 
• f : for it also reveals the taste of fried barley dust. 
‘ <f till' qualifying term ‘of other things’ need not be 
.. I'.id : fc.r the particle of fragrance wafted by the 
k-' citid .is an example. It cannot be urged 
it .-.iiirf tfie connection’ of the nose also reveals only 
vtiiv rcuion) i-, inconstant with regard to it ; for 
q i.iiijyiiig words ' being a substance’ should be 
..y- i 

i etc — Whatever contributes to pleasure 

t , -0.1 i; an coject. Everything of the nature of an 
^titcc-nie of merit and demerit. An effect 
...i ...v of somebody’s merit and demerit 

’■ *' *■ •'’•ihute to ins pleasure or pain, either 

’ > *' umcu.’i'i-iducij of nature, seu 

. " ' y' ■" •■.t::--: i:.-.- •Ju.'ig to Le inftrreJ. Tor 

' J aj ccrr.r.i’-.itary c;i 
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cct 4 .-rminant of the inherent causality of oiliness that is 
prcducod ; and the generic attribute waterhood is 
<.=lablii:icd as the determinant of the inherent causality 
of \vhat‘ IS characterised by that.^ 

To sliow that water possesses only white colour, 

u. j. Uxt iajs. Vi'ater has, etc., not that the possession 
01 wnite colour is the definition of water. Or it (having 

v. hitc colour) means the possession of those generic 
attribute;.^ directly concomitant with substancehood that 
..L.oe in things* possessing colour and are absent in 
t having artificial liquidity; or the possession of 
‘ gt-nt-ric attributfs directly concomitant with sub- 
^t-iiiccacod that abide in things possessing colour and 
are not co-e.xistent with‘ colours other than dull white.’’ 
lunce cjystals etc. are not wrongly included. 


has only sweet taste and 
- • IO..C . fhe having of sweet taste means the 


generic attributes directly con- 
^• mitant wuii substancehood that abide in things 
..v.cvt taste and are absent in things* having 


j if, V ' *■ tljat is produced. 

; V , ■’ ” VIZ. bviug water that is produced. 

, "'alerhood, etc 


f _r 


C*y^talhood is not a 
i ■■ cocccmitant witli substancehood. 

*** 4 

* •‘.t . ^ . f.,'.: . . 

. . - *' ** -i-i’-e as 'absent in tilings having’ 


- J L! - 
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dasiling white (the colour 
‘-t."--*' colours f.\cept ivhitc (those o£ 
' l‘!-. '-'*^l‘'''Srrs of earth co-exist with 

-r:.i u csclud.d from the scope of the 
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^.oaurjsuf joj 
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for such an assumption would be cumbrous. And since 
canlmcod 13 the determinant of the causality of sour 
tastes are not in water. The percep- 
thoae tastes m lime-juice etc. is only super- 
in..c>.d by (the conjunction of) its substratum. Simi- 
any must understand that being water that is 

is the determinant of the 
C.iu.-a]ity Ot tlio cold touch that is produced, and water- 

'^hat « 

. r by that.* The cold that is perceived in 

^ paste and so on belongs only to 

V r .,7 sandal-paste. That the 

1 - ;upuon oi ..armth in water is only due to something 

- - > u> superimposed.^ is quite patent ; for heat cannot 
properties of water.^ 

♦> T*”/ I ^'farified butter etc. also, the 
{lie ini’ ^ '^ater which is in it ; for water is 

:■'! tint oiluicss. Hence we must under- 

attnbutt Ih‘» p a generic 

oc'.'i;;:.). ,} ^ perception; and the 

jt* ;> ■'•aiir'u.i.d "'^at is characterised by 

t-- >: < : V, -'c' If liquidity is 

i- i' ^ater on* that oil helps 

'^■^‘^'-'^^‘“P'^ofusioii of oiliness. 

P^cof of the generic attri- 

• ^ ^ ‘‘ *'**‘**’* substratum of die 

<■• : . *a as v/ilj he stated in 
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p:r: q -ijr cj'ifq.'i /oaun-qts'; v ih:u<\ .^pqw . 

';>qr [-> .-^qj ,V{ {'vpimb .vj i<.'rnu tMtiiinnp .’’qj 'sptfqo 
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regarding a substance that is produced by the destruc- 
ticn of ai’.othfcr, tliey are proved to be effects of the 
saiv.e stuff of which water is composed. Since the 
i;<juidity of hailstones etc. is counteracted by a partic- 
ular kind of demerit,’ the perception of solidity with 
It gard to them is illusory. 


Fire, /\ir and Ether 


3 , Rcticn^ 51 II ii 

.ji. The touch of fire is hot, its colour dazzl- 
ing white, and it has artificial liquidity, while 
its fternity etc, arc like tliose of the preceding 
one. 

Fire is being described in the words: The touch 
etc. Hotness is a particular generic attribute 
.'.!ir;g in touch, the existence of which is established 


» • . 1 . 


'.rc! 

i: 

) 


p:if-n. Hence firehood, being the determinant 
ih-.rtnt caus.ility of the hot touch that is pro- 
i3 aJ^ a particular generic attribute. Its 
^ in atoms i; to be understood as in the ca.se of 

...i. It c.rr!not be urged that (this definition of 
i ;■>) ri.e of hot touch does not extend 

; / u: for itistance. as it should ; for there also 

- : , 1 ; j r-.- .-. i.t ; erdy it is not perceived, as it is over- 

•- ic.' the os tile v.ater that is in it. Similarly 
-• . .> j'< ro.-ivid in the rays of a gem etc, on 

; i ; : t a-rg c.vi.’coine by the earthy touch, and 

- . i c.;i aicouru of its not being manifested. 
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atqi¥,%sw3Tr<rttr: ira: H W 

42. Its organ is the eye, and objects fire, 
gold, etc. Air is considered to have touch which 
is not changed through the action of fire, and 
which is neither hot nor cold. 

VrnLre it differs (from water) is being stated: 
Its cr^an. etc. 

Objection: WTiat is the proof of the eye being 
riery-' 


Reply : The eye is fiery, since it reveals the 
. ■jyiur of others, without revealing the touch etc.' of 
< thvTs, as we see in the case of a lamp. Since a lamp 
rcvi-.ils its c’w’» touch, the words 'of others' have been 
first u.-cd to guard against the definition not extending 
to the c.xainple cited. And since a jar etc. reveal 
their own colour, the words ‘of others’ have been used 
:■ r th.v scco.nd time to preclude its wrongly extending 
v< them. Or, since diffused light {prabka) may serve 
an vtCiinple. the wonis ‘of others' first used may be 
cn'.'.ttt d. To prevent the definition from e.xtending to 



o--:jr.-.*:t;on of the eye with its objects, the words 
il'-- l.-iag a aub.'.‘.ar.ce ' are to be added. 


f;;-.- cb]:c*., of fire are being stated: Fire, etc. 
Otrx ::v. ii : What pnxsf is there that gold is a 




(bif-ctjon is not walid. Gold is a 
ee •.'.hen there is no obstacle, ii3 
he d'.atroyvd even by the intense 
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water etc., the te.vt adds: Which is neither hot nor 
cold. Thus it is pointed out that the touch of air is 
of a special kind.* The determinant of the causality 
of that is airhood [vdyutva). This is the idea. 





43- It lias a zigzag motion and is to be 
known as indicated by touch etc. Its eternity 
etc. are stated to be like those of the preceding 
one. Its organ is the skin, which covers the 
whole body. 

It. i. e. air, is indicated by touch, etc. Because air 
’..s initrred from touch, sound, holding aloft, shaking, 
v'c.. we infer its e.xistence from its special touch, its 
^ru-i.il sound, its holding aloft of grass etc., and its 
>;uki!'.g of branches etc. That air is not perceptible* 
‘•'ll!! bt' stated later on.^ 


L’.t-.j thoze of the preceding one : That is, air is 
vV.o kinds— eternal and transitory. That in the 
.‘1 < ! .» to.ms is eternal ; what is other than that is 
.... ... I , .tnd consists of parts. The latter kind, 
. his thr,.c forma, according as it is divided into 
V. ' -f- '■‘i and objects. Of these, the (airy) body is 
V^ V‘ ***^ lai.ther ; it belongs to ghouls etc. It 

- . t.. .. j.ed that the aejutous, fieiy' and airy bodies 




•’j: irtai that of other bubstancts. 
ci ifje old .chccl. 

*“•>' ' -c vcr.c 57, where colour is made 
■ <■ i i:.f 5 <fC".jjtioa of sabjU-tnecs by the 
air .'•j^ c.olour, ii is not so per* 
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places such as the heart, and with its different activ- 
ities such as issuing through the mouth. 

Ether is being described : Sound, etc. Since ether, 
tune and space are single individuals, etherhood etc. 
are not generic attributes. But etherhood is being the 
substratum of sound. Here the use of the word 
'spefial* is intended to shut out all other special 
qunli tit-3. By this a proof also is adduced (for the 
tx!.3tt-nce of ether). To be explicit; Sound is a special 
<qi!ality. since it possesses a generic attribute which is 
not p-rci-ptible to the eye, but is perceptible to some 
external organ, as is the case with touch. Now 
j.<nin(l, being a quality, is inherent in a substance, as 
ia conjunction. This inference proves that sound 
inb.tTes in a substance. Next we see that sound is not 
a special quality of things’ possessing touch, because, 
•vijilf not having the conjunction of fire as its non- 
i..h'.rcnt cause, it is produced independently of the 
fp.ali:u-s of its cause, and is perceptible, as is the case 
■-.it-'j pleasure. The expression ‘while not having' 
t .'.. Used in order to prevent the definition from 
< for instance, to the colour that is produced 

the action of fire. The words 'independently 
^ <iua!jties of the cause’ have been inserted 
it, e.-<t,.nding to the colour of a cloth, and 
E.-. ^•’'•>rd perceptible’ has been used to guard 
I"' e.xtending to the colour* of the 

' T ,",/ ^ Thirdly, sound is not a 

!f. .*/' niind, because it is a special 

‘ Nor is it a special quality of the 


1 air. 
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conjunction ; for there would be other actions still. 
Should the use of terms such as a moment persist at 
the time of cosmic dissolution, it has to be explained, 
for want of any other alternative, by a reference to 
dfstruction.* The use of terms such as a day is to 
be accounted for by the totality of particular groups of 
moments. 


Space is being described: The cause, etc. Dis- 
tance and nearness are to be understood here in a 
::{:at!al sense. The extraordinary cause of the notion 
of them is space alone. The idea is that one un- 
O’.vidi d space is established, for the sake of simplicity, 
•la tile substratum of conjunction,- which is the non- 
i.iii'. rent cause of spatial distance and nearness. 


•}/• Although one, it is spoken of as tlie east 
etc, owing to its different limiting adjuncts. 


It ni.ay be urged, if space is one, how is our use of 
■ ‘ west.’ etc. to be explained? This 

i - ails’, \ered: Although, etc. The space that is 
u. .. vj .-liitmt Udaya (Sunrise) in respect of a partic- 
I the e:i3t with regard to him. Similarly 

“C *' ' ti;.u IS farthest from Mount Udaya is the 
I.;.;-. the space that is nearest to .Mount 



-.(•'-v.t of a particular person is the north, 
•'>...\.:i IS farthest is the south ; for it is 



tx... lij. ci tile eatirc uni- 

iL^t it. 
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The inspirer of the organs, • etc . — That which in- 
directly* imparts sentiency to the organs and body. 
Although the soul is undoubtedly an object of such 
perceptions as, ' I know,’ and ‘ I am happy,’ yet to 
one who has doubts about it. it cannot be brought 
home from the very first that the soul which is the 
object of the above perceptions, is distinct from the 
body etc. Hence another proof is being adduced: 
.•1» instrument, etc. It is observed that cutting 
instruments such as an axe cannot produce any 
result without an agent. Similarly, the eyes and other 
instruments of knowledge cannot be presumed to 
produce any result without an agent. Hence an agent 
over and above them is inferred. 


^ #cF7, siteror; 1 
<rai^ ^ || II 

.}8. The body has no sentiency, for it is not 
found in dead bodies. If the organs have that 
(iontiency), how can recollection take place when 
there :s 1o.h.s (of any organ) ? 

It may be urged, why not regard the body itself 
a j ti;i.' This Ls being answered : The body, etc. 



(by the materialist): Sentiency is but 
So what harm is there in denying it 
ju^t as you maintain with regard to 
' bVir the absence of knowledge follows 
•ci; c: iiic. 
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It may be urged that the eyes and other organs 
themselves may well be both agents and instruments 
of knowledge ; for there is nothing to show that these 
two are contradictory. This is being answered: If the 
organs have that, etc. ‘That’ refers to sentiency. Hovj 
can recollection take place when there is loss, i. e. of 
the eyes etc. There will be no recollection of things 
already experienced through the eyes, when the latter 
are gone, because then there would be no pcrceiver , 
for it is impossible for one person to recollect what 
another person has seen. The idea is that experience 
and recollection stand to each other as cause and effect 
tlirough having a common substratum. 


cTor, cR[r i 

The mind too is not such (sentient) ; for 
then there would be no perception of knowledge 
etc. 


z.o 


It m-iy be urged ; Granted that the eyes etc. have 
•;.cnti».ncy, but the mind, which is eternal,* may 
II have it. This is being answered; The mhtd too 
tic. yet inch, i. e. not sentient. For then there 
■nld be no perception of knowledge etc. Since the 
ad Li aiLjnic, and since medium dimension is a 
c.. xrj factor of perception, when knowledge, 

. ta:. arise in the mind, it will be impossible 

tiiem. This is the idea. The reason why 
;i tij r>e treated as atomic, will be stated 
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SI jSsausnoiDSUoa-o3o jo uiBajjs aqj 'ssousnopsuoa 
SuipaaoDus oqj jo asnuo aip si ssausnopsuoa Suipaaajd 
qara souig j'yCiBjuauioiu si ji oAijisod b si ji 

asuBoaq jsnf 'uiuSy -suuoj suouba sji jnq ajB ‘aja 
'aJUSBajd ‘aSpapAOUJi ; juapuas si ji juaSjnjja-jias Suing 
£jnos aqj si auoiB {puvulm) ssausnoiosuoa jBqj Xbs 
jou XqA\ :{jsiiBapi jsiqppng aqj Xq) uopootqo 

aasioiirao 
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Fsptjrnb pnr 'X^Tjrnb p p’lrjj t; njv stioi :«3jdt:ir ^ 

*o.\vi .itj) U'^fi 

•rj.M STtp ^on SI .Tjnr^vj 'non>**ip3'*J oti sx y 

p>3n.>n><Ix) 

a-npoic ni iDijpa.ii pjnoAi sni^j i: •sr ^ 


puinfst: joti poou i>a\ osie -oio sp,'>.is iij •(pottitri^ st 
t][Dn^A\) j3Avod JEiinaod .iqj jo jjoddns ut oounpiAa ott st 
3Jom puE 'snoiqiuno sr jj osntaAq '.^SAtpoq i<jEjir.ituoni 
ni Xjuo sopiqc ssaasnoiDsuoo jttp A\otA otp snjnpj 
osic sjqx •snojqinn? sr uopdiunssc at[| put 'stqj 
oAOjd 0 } oauopjAD ou SI Msip 10 } [ OjNj : /(idDy 

s’ssausnopsuoj 

JO S9JEJS Anquouioui (sqj jo ouios) ui joAvod jtEt[n3Ad 
3UI0S SI ajoqj jrqj amnsss sn ruopoafqo 

^•suoissajdiui 

JO jaquma ssajpuD ue aq pjnoAv ajaq} 'luaqj aanpoid 
saAjasuiaqj ssausnopsuoo jo sajsjs aqj jj; -suoissajdair 
aqj aonpoid oj Suiqjou st ajaqj joj ; o^^ :Xidaji 

•ssausnopsuoo SuipaaoDns v m uopcuiSuo jnq st 
uoissitasuTuj aqj jsqj piEs si ji asoddns : uopaafqo 

j'pajjiursuEJj oq jp je jotrcEa 
saoissaidurr joj .' ^joaga puE astiEO juapuadapui jo no}j 
-Ejaj aqj Xq pamouajap st siqj jEqj pres aq jt ura joj^ 
ppjitp aqj oj aaqjoui aqj mojj pajjiuisuEJj oq pjnoa 
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:iny kinetic activity/ since we can explain (the 
phenomena of sprouting) by the presence or absence 
of auxiliaries.^ 


Objection (by the Vedantist): Well then, since 
momentary consciousness involves cumbrousness, let 
Ua say that eternal consciousness alone is the soul ; for 
we have such Sruti texts as, ‘This self, my dear, is 
indeed immutable' {Br.-Ar. Up. IV. v. 14), and 'Brah- 

nian 13 Truth, Knowledge and Infinitude' (Tait. Up, 
11. 1 . i). 

Reply : No ; for it has already® been shown that 
t le soul cannot be possessed of objects, while there is 
no evidence to show that it is knowledge at all if it is 
'trt-u of objects, and we do not e.xperience it as 
pvj3t3ai.d of objects.'* Hence it is proved that the 
viuna soul is different from consciousness etc. 
..lor.over, the statement 'Truth, Knowledge,' etc. 
^ ^ut it is not applicable to the 

these souls, on account of their 
ignorance, happiness or 
pro%’ed to be different from one 
r tficy arc all the more palpably different from 
Jv Separation between bondage and 


I A ' . f, t 

■ -at:-.* jO'.vo in the ground sprout, but 

'..“-.irt <.o not. So one may suppose that the 
l-G-vt-r. viz. the icinetic activity. 

^ huprts.'io.'is from one moment* 

. . , , j' ^-umeU to be due to a similar 

; - Lo-y. This w refuted. 

* -■•‘-•1 -. v . it^r 

'ill » 

- r p-rceive aay 

it. 


: i 

* V .^ 
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tio:;sanb nt .^>n^np ajp 'notiTu.vjij p ajrjs aiji «, j:; 
saopoo nc src pn-c ’(i'.ippnq^rsfif^r) nontppt; jo i;.-ir}ri a*ij a ' 
paicjaaaS st Sntpj-jwr {v.iit.'.p) Aitpr.q , ' 


sjiiupv Xpoq<Ci 9 A 3 ?a.{ *;tipa 9 3 { 9 uts c sri (sSupp os\) jo) 
i|Dt :9 qSnoq^pj JOjj j^sapijoo prnpiAipuf omj 9 qi qii^ 
pjDjjuapi sj 'Ajiun jo uopcSou aip Suiaq Ajunnp 
4 Tjqj Xbs ;ou Xq.w ‘X|d?j da\ .•uimu)sqns sit iptw 
Itiopuapi ST ‘qiiujun jo uoptiSaa o\\\ Supq 'utiuqujt "! 

ST iTjqi qiTU} aqi itJtp /ivs noX ji 'soppaa itnptAipui 
OA\l aqi ainipsuoa itios aqi ptre poQ ipq; Xcs o) Xsra 
aqnb sr q '(uopwaqq jo ajnjs aip ut) iXqjrnp oti si 
ajaqi qSnoqqB ‘Xjjtjiiiuis •ipiux st ij pj m apiqc ^ou 
saop qpux qSnotpitJ ‘qons sr; puu 'sainqipia Xun jno 
-qiTA\ st uBtuqBjg ttoX oj StnpaooDTJ JOj[ ‘psiircA ppio.w 
os^B XqiBtip aqi iBqi paSjn aq loutrea u '(inos aqi 
puB poQ) sappua {BTipiAipui o.vp uiBiuai XiaiBpaD qps 
pjtiOA\ ajaqi 'paXopsap sba\ q Suisoddns *paXopsap 
aq ;oiraBa 'jBiuaia Sinaq 'aouajaprp joj .‘uopTijaqq 
JO ajBjs aqj ui aouTUOuSi jo nopBssaa aqj uo aacjd 
saqBj Xjpuapx aqj }Bqi pBj b jou osjb st jj 

•(Si -a 'll 

■4q '*Y’’^3) .(JPS “l) 3JB spos (asaip) 

IIV, 'Xbs piug atp saop aauaii ’po*) qqA\ isapuapt 
SB jpsuitq JO Soppinp Xq jsn[ uoptstpaj joj aAtjjs 
jsnui UBUi B jBqj Xbs osjb Xaqx 'UilH Suopq Xpo 
Xaqj jBqi Xqajaqj Sumoqs— tmn qjm ssaoauo jraqj 
JO uopuaui siqj Xq uiaqj asiSopa X|ajam poQ qjt.tt 
spos pnpiApm aqj jo ssauauo aqj qaBoj jnqj saScs 
-SBd oipaA aqj »9A3 -aiqissodun aq ppoA\ oopiuaqti 
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uiat the two iogdker are not one, just as we say tliat 
CMith and water together do not possess smell. As for 
the \ edic passages that teach oneness in the state of 
liberation, they only speak of siinilarity (of the soul 
with Brahman) on account of (its) being free from pain 
etc., as when a priest has accumulated great wealth, 
i'.i ^ay »hat he has become a prince. Hence it is that 
tile Srutis say, ‘Being free from taint, (the soul) 
att.uns absolute sameness (with Brahman)' {Mimd. 
Ip- III. i. 3). 


C*od also is not Knowledge and Bliss, but tne 
i-nUtTdtum of knowledge etc. In te.\ts such as, 
Brahman is ' eternal ' Consciousness and Bliss ’ 
( '.r.-.ir. llj jjj 28), the word ‘consciousness’ only 
i..».an.» the substratum of consciousness ; for we have 
to taki- account of texts such as, 'He who is omnis- 
uait and all-knowing ’> (JW. up. I. ii. 9, II. ii. 7). 

1 ‘bnonfajH (bliss) also means ‘possessed of 
. .J*..’ suffix flc, denoting possession, 

V' - it does under the group beginning with the 
( • r it would be masculine 

f!! ' of pain can be figura- 

- "f bliss-*: for in the absence of pain 

. 1 ,.. 7. ^ ®tie says. ‘ I feel happy,' 

' -tr. . 7 ^" front him. Or 

bliss ; for the 

— ^ot bhii.' 


J 


**'-*. * X.0 bl; 


hy not take it in the sense of ‘ one 

A ■ ; 


. 7'* v.ay ii alio |;art:cu!arly. 

'*"?• iit-ccc it ij i.<,-uts:r. 

fciBuccc of bliio in Ccd. 



<>'>0 “itt 

•9Spi.vio:i:i JO 5t •’hJ uo.r^^^p-j .s ;^ ^ 

•?-';n.i\\ ;;; i-;m*";-v, 

sji Xq pojou-ip St jrqjA urqj j.iqjo Sitppv.trK oi csv.i; 
notjcojldint Xq qotq.w •ttfijur.f/rff «t;qi Fisit;r.ir;j 
12 soAt3 r^KJK<f/ci-ur/{^ sv UAtonq ponodoioo tv.p .i-ikoijj ^ 

JO uoij^iogtpom r sj jt ip-ifqo otp jo tioipi-ni ntg st 
. smX , 'Joxtrui V 01 ootj oqj jo uoip^^i otp nqq 'pM' 
-un SI Ji -panajuT aq^ jo Aouajtdsutjj aip oj Siitiso 
jnos jaapuas atp jo aSsuit aqj (i{q paanpoicl) *inos 
3XJJ JO uoijBpj aqj si ,aui, aqj ,'aui Xq ouop aq ppioq! 
spiXi '?U3ui3pnf aqj uj j'aouajajjip ataqj jo uoistiaq 
-ojduioo-uou V oj anp oib paqajtn aqj ui Xauaipoy 
jBqj puB jnos aqj tn /{auaSu jo Sutpaj aqx ‘ava jct 
B q}TA\ uotpauuoo sq st jBqj aSpapNOuq sb ‘siibSjo oqj 
JO jauuBqa aqj qSnoiqj ‘uoptagipoui sq si q -uop 
-Bjaqq jo uojjBjSimsuBjq sureqB jnos aqj jrqj jo aatia 
-jspia-tiou JO aouajsnca aqj qSnojqx ’(yiipJD^-t/rjMP) 
ubSjo jBUJajin aqj pire (;»i/pi«) aauaSqpjui aiuisoa pajpa 
osjB St q lajnjBM jo uoijBagipoui b si jaaipjui aqx 
•pauinssB St jnos aqj jo aauajsixa aqj 'pauiBidxa aq asi.\\ 
-jaqjo jouuBO C”/PP”9) P^qajui aqj ui aiqBaaipu Xana 
-ijuas JO Suqaaj aqj aamg 'asuBD b aq oj paiapt? 
-uoo jou SI inos aqj aauaq pa/Coqsap aq osp Xttu 
‘jBqj JO tojoj jaqjoTiB Soiaq sb 'asoBD aqj pajja aqj 
JO uoipiujsap aqj qqAv ‘iieaqaapi ajB jaaga puB asnaa 
aouTS quaijuas jnq ‘jBaj snjoj aqj aqq paqaaqron st 
qios aqj puB 'juaSE aqj si {ifi}{V4d) oinpjj 
i/waiA. (BXqqqiBS) SoiAVoqoj aqj sajnjaj osp; sSiqx 

•jaijq UI A\aiA juo si 
siqx 'uoissassod Sutjouap 'ov x^gns aqj jo asn aqj qqA\ 
SB qaA\ SB jxajuoa aqj qqA\ qsBp pjnoAV ji puB ^'patppj 
-jBj aq pinoAv uopdinnssB aqj JOj i o^ r^jdaq 

9L aasiDiiiHO inos 3HX laoav sa\3ia 
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the intellect through the channel of the organs, and is 
real, like the film (of mist) on a mirror on which 
somebody has breathed. ‘ Should be done ’ represents 
the relation of activity. Thus the intellect has three 
parts. The unreal relation of the soul to knowledge, 
which is a modification of the intellect, corresponding 
to the relation of the face to the mist on the mirror, 
is called experience. Pleasure, pain, desire, aversion, 
f fiort, merit and demerit also belong, like knowledge, 
to (he intellect ; for they are perceived as co-e.xisting 
'.n the same substratum with effort. And the intellect 
is not sentient ; for it is subject to change. 

The reason is that like effort, merit and demerit, 
and pleasure and pain,' sentiency also is perceived to 
abide in the same substratum, and there is no evidence 
that there b any other sentient principle besides the 
.agent (soul). If you say that the judgment, ' I who 
.'stn Sentient am doing,' is an illusion in respect of 
tile portion relating to sentiency, why don't you admit 
the b.iine in respect of the portion relating to effort 
auo:' Oihi-rwUc.® if the intellect be eternal, there will 

no liLeration, and if it be transitory, there will be 
r.o tr.ir.sinigration prior to its appearance. 

Oujtction: Since the intellect is the effect of 

n.-- .;v:vnt Nature, it b insentient; for cause and effect 
..t'- 


cc-exut. A person feds that he does 
» n-'-.-.t ,,r .lem.-ric Uierth)', and is happy or 
snaiijriy he aLo feels that he ii 

~-.i :;.e -t.at;';nt principle L« dinereat. 
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-.unu-j; 

p s.ttjrj i!C i''t! «! pi[{iitii .itfj -ttntrjiq ’Xrs o} st jrqjL * 

pjjpim JO oijx I 


.-tij] lire ouojp I . puc ijnssi uo-isim oip Xq pwnpoid 
ojt: ipjq.w ' 0)0 ojjsop Xq 'si reqi '(vp'Jpi>) ){ns,'»j 
uoniiin oqi jy Jo sopiiimb jo svunS oq) Xp[ , 

rstreoui nScssccI .iqi joj '(Xs ’Ul '?/?£>) , )U3Su nqi 
St oq jcq) squiq) iusi)Ooo Xq pojopji.woq si piiiui osoq.M 
oil P »«'»«? oif) Xq auop Supq sXc.wii: ojc 

stiopov , ')xo) oqi ipt.w SDqsup )i icq) poSan oq )i uno 
I )SOJ oq) puT ojniuj^ jo d3uo)six 3 oq) ouinssu Xq.w 
og *iciuo)o SI )i 'poXoj)Sop oq louuno SuiuujSoq on 
SKq )rq) X)i)Uo OApisod r oouis puy t'SuiuuiSoq v )no 
-ipi.M oq )sntu )ao3u oq; »‘ipiiq Xut; OAuq o) po.uosqo 
)ou ojc )uoiuipi:))T: uioj] oojj ojn oq.w osoq) oduis 
pire i.'poDnpoid si )tto8c ire i^q) A\oqs o) oouopiAO ou st 
ojoq) oouig .-popunojun si tSiq) aoj rXidoy 
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agent.’* The Lord Himself has expressed the above 
purport later on by saying, ' Such being the case, he 
who in this matter (of actions) sees the self alone® as 
the agent ’ {G'lfd, XVIII. i6), etc.® This is our view 
in a nutshell. 


How THE Soul is Apprehended : 

\’.\RiETiES OF Knowledge 

n ii 

49 (contd.). (The soul is) the substratum of 
merit and demerit. It is perceived on account of 
its possessing special qualities. 

The substratum oj merit and demrit: The word 
'snul' is to be supplied. (It is the substratum), because 
ii the body be the substratum of these, then the results 
of actions done by a particular body cannot be 
e.vpCTienccd by another body. On account of Us 
possessing special qualities: The perception of the soul 
is ptiisibk- through the relation (inherence) of knowl- 
•-dge, pUasure, etc., which are perceptible special 
(of a substance), and in no other way : for we 
< nly have buch perceptions as. ‘ I know,’ ' I do.' 


frrmRRti ii k® a 

intirprct 'Prakrti,' in these texU. as 
yi .i.-:;! dfznerit. Cf. the concluding stanza oi 
a . 1 .-.., ,j Udayana. CJj. I. 

....... j. .• other Vedantic commentaters 

•- : i ... ‘ur'.jttacheU.' 

’’ ' ‘y ‘ s'*^^ o: the stanza is: ‘ Oiv'iug to 

J'olwh d',<.4 not ive it proji'-Tlj'-' 
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etc . — ^That is, together with tastehood etc. Likewise, 
etc — Sound together with soundhood etc. Smell and 
taste must be understood as manifested. 


c\ 





11 II 


54 . The objects of the eye are manifested 
colour, substances possessing it, separateness, 
number, disjunction, conjunction, distance, near- 
ness, oiliness, liquidity, together with dimension; 


^ enfna! i 

II kk II 

55; Actions and generic attributes that 
abide in visible things, as also such inherence, 
rile eye perceives (objects) through the relation 
of light and manifested colour. 


.Uaiiifcsicd colour: Summer heat etc. are not 
vi^sbli'. since they do not possess manifested colour. 
Po^.c-iAtig it — i. c. possessing manifested colour. That 
tihiuc. etc — It 15 to be understood that separateness 
t... nif’it also abide in visible individuals (in order to 
t'j Vi,;b.e).‘ Suck, i. u. abiding in visible individuals. 

but ho’.v do they at all come to be perceived by 
ti. r rii3 is being e.xplained: The eye perceives. 
<--■ .’K4a:ir.;tvJ colour and the conjunction of light are 
*■ .! ... t;-. cL'iUi.^ is to be ccnatctcd with all Uie iu-ffis 
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also actions and generic attributes that abide in visible 
things, are likewise perceptible to the skin. Colour is 
a cause even in this perception of substances due to the 
skin. Thus, in the perception of substances through 
the external organs colour is a cause. 

The new school, however, holds that colour is not 
a cause in all perceptions of substances through the 
external organs, since there is no such evidence ; but 
by the method’ of agreement (anvaya) and difference 
(vyalireka), in ocular perception colour is a cause, m 
tactual perception touch (and so on). 

Objection: What is the cause in all perceptions 
through the external organs? 

Reply: Nothing in particular. Or the possession 
of special^ qualities that are absent® in the soul, e.xcept 
sound,* may be the cause. 

Objection : If colour is considered to be the cause, 
it will be simpler. 

Reply: Not so ; for then air cannot be perceived 
by the skin. 

Objection: This is a proposition we accept. 

ittply ; In that case, for the sake of simplicity 
kt maniftsted touch be the cause. And if this should 
rciid'.T dilfu.std light (prabha) invisible, why don’t you 

* Or th-.- K'.cthcd of aiiirznation and negation, in which 

or aL.cnce cf fomething detennincs the presence 
ciivrly, of another thing. 

* r.. ,» ii added to exclude the perception of tinJe 

f.i : -jers f.-st-.-ru.d organ;. 

* n... cUa.'.; ti f.'.r e.xcluding aucb a perception of tliu 




Lch a perception cf ether. 
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comitance (of the reason with the thing to be inferred) 
is absent, there cannot be any inference; because of 
the absence of a notion of similarity there cannot be 
any comparison ; and owing to the absence of a knowl- 
edge of words there cannot be any verbal comprehen- 
sion. Thus, because of the absence of the conditions 
of e.xperience. there cannot be any experience. Nor 
can it be recollection, for there is no stimulating agent.* 

Reply: Not so ; for individual desire etc. pro- 
duced immediately before deep sleep can be perceived, 
and through them the soul also, since there is nothing 
to prove that the knowledge in question is beyond the 
senses, or that just before deep sleep only indeterminate 
iwiiowledge arises invariably. If, however, the conjunc- 
tion of the skin and mind be considered to be the cause 
of all knowledge, then during palatal, ocular, or any 
>'ihvr perception there would be tactual perception of 
a substance, since there is the conjunction of the object 
.ind skin, as also that of the skin and mind ; or owing 
to their obstructing one another there would be no 
l.crctption at all. Regarding this some maintain that 
)y the above rt*asonkig the conjunction of the skin 
•UK. mind is proved to be the cause of knowledge, it is 
..i.t.rr>. , on the evidence of e.xperience, that the 
c of ocular or any other perception obstruct 

‘ »<• .u.i and f.thir perceptions. Others, however, say 
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which does not comprehend the relation between a jar 
and jarhood. That is indeterminate knowledge. And 
it is not perceptible.^ To be e-\plicit: The percep- 
tion of knowledge is never without a comprehension of 
the relation (behveen the object and its qualification) ”, 
for (regarding it) we have the experience, ‘ I know the 
jar.' Here knowledge is presented in the soul as a 
feature (prakdra), as is the jar in respect of the knowl- 
edge, and jarhood in respect of the jar. The feature 
itself is designated as a qualification (viiesana). That 
which specifies a qualification* is called the determinant 
{iivjcchedaka) of the qualificationhood. The knowl- 
edge' which is cognisant of this determinant of the 
qualincjtionhood as a feature is the cause of the knowl- 
edge that a qualified thing is related (to another). 
In indeterminate knowledge jarhood etc. are not 
cognised as features ; hence it is not possible for the 
relation of a jar or the like, which is qualified by jar- 
hc*d etc., to be cognised in knowledge. Nor can there 
be a qualified knowledge of a jar or the like, in which 
jarncod etc. are not (cognised as) features ; for it is 
tne rule t'nat the knowledge of all categories other than 
tf.c ^-.-nt-ric attribute* and the unanalysable charac- 

{ahnandopiidhi) must have some attribute as 
Its f'.-ature. 
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bute, since it would make a cross-division with white- 
colourhood etc. It cannot be urged that manifestedness 
is indeed %-ariou3. being the concomitant of white- 
colourhocd and so on ; for then as manifested colour 
t-tc. it cannot be the cause of ocular and other percep- 
tions.* But the non-manifestedness that is the con- 
comitant of white-colourhood and so on is indeed 
various.* and manifestedness is the aggregate of the 
nt-viations of that.* and it is also present in conjunction 
etc Ai cording to this definition, manifested qualities 
like conjunction are also present in the eye etc.; hence 
thf epithet ‘ special.' The first portion of the sentence 
(■ Ban" the substratum,’ etc.) is for e.xcluding time 
v'.v ‘ Mnce according to the old school the conjunction 
of the jiarts of organs with the objects is also a cause 
oi perception, the word ‘mind’ is put to exclude the 
I'.irts* of organs : and since according to the new school 
tne conjunction of the eye is a cause of the perception 
'jf the non-existence of colour in time etc., because it 
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liru v- that is the concomitant of whitc- 
i e thi- (i; tcrniinant of the causality of ocular 
t.’'.:Ti It cjnijdt apply to tile inauifcstcdness that 
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V 1: cr!. ...I, ,-ic _ tt,e cauic, then, since such 
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.'"■'rjirji tii 's'wiqttt mni sit tit ,it;tj,s\ tit onuAinj 
-!i! «-J ‘ tti s.unpn lUtlw tit iarvjtAt|tit sSijitji 

}M ti 'UiIi )i ifl jtqttjo iqj }o .tiii pmi untnntutp 

tiintpiitj ptir Jiiojoj {npijtuntti t[jf\\ lunjsftxrt-o.t Kt tpttj.w 
o;]; }(i tMi).)(infi!o.J ictp ?t'i{ itrq.w ut .■>3tnj.itjiit 
M '^•^ntivr jns tit ifup.itjtii sJftiiqj ;o uoticbajacf jtjttoo nqi 
yi Avriro .'tfi )t:t[i Atis pttiu .i.\\ -tjoj.ij.tqx oq 

pinotp Djt tpnoj sif ui ptre jiu ui aduojsixa ost.wnqt'i 
•^p jtif V. ;n uintpnti -m{j ql^nojqj (qiina jo iuo)t; tit; 
p) pO'n(qyi.M tit istxM oi pooisjapun oq o} si uotsuamip 
iiifiip.ini p tioiiC(<j aqi Xpcjnuig -(irf pun uioic) qioq 
JO tiinipttii oqi qStioaqi .^|uo (iuojt; aqj ui) sisixa jnojOD 
p I lait! JO tiftticju .njj apq.w 'juf b jo jnojoa onjq 
ntji JO mnip.iui oqj i{Snojqi (pooqjnojoo-onjq ut) sisixa 
uoistinuiip innip-nii jo uopcjoj aqj ODunj-j ’uioiB tui 
JO irqi 111 SB ii-i-w SB jtif c JO inojOD onjq oqj ut sjsixa 
ptii: 'alto jnq st .inojoo atqq ut si jtiqj pooqjitoiOD-onjq 
oinqijijc ofjaiiaS aqx .•jpjidxo oq o^ ^Xpaajtptjt 
si'-;X-> tiojsuouitp lunipaui jo pun jnojoD pajsajnrcui 
JO tiontqaj aiji osjc oiaqj qSnoqjjt; 'niqisiA joii ipjca 
JO itiojtt uc JO pooqqjjBo oqj sc qaAv sc ijpca jo uiojc 
uc tit St jcqj jitojoD nnjq oqj jo pooqinojoa-onjq oqj 
St Xtj.w jny 'uotjKjoj jcsnco icnpjAipui Xjojnd c sjsjxo 
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conjunction of the eye is at its front, there is no percep- 
tion of the jar ; hence the conjunction of the eye must 
be qualified by the epithet ‘co-existent with the con- 
junction of light.’ 


Similarly the cause of the tactual perception of 
substances is the conjimction of the skin ; that of the 
perception of what is inherent in substances is 
inlurcnce in what is conjoined with the skin ; the cause 
of thr tactual perception of things inhering in what in 
its tuni inheres in substances, is inherence in what 
a.u'ain inheres in things conjoined with the skin. Here 
al.-n, as before, the qualifying epithet ‘ co-existent with 
medium dimension and manifested touch ' is under- 
stood. Similarly the cause of the perception of smell 
itiherencc in what is conjoined with the nose ; and 
tiiat or the nasal perception of things inhering in smell 
s> inherence in what in its turn inheres in things con- 
jouud with the nose. Likewise the cause of the 
p- rception of taste is inherence in what is conjoined 



I'- 


thi.'ses conjoined with the tongue. The cause of the 
rL> j;t;o:j of sound i.s inherence (in the ether) circum- 
il.d bv tiK' ear ; tiiat of the auricular perception of 
. o in sf.und is inherence in what in its turn 




{the ctii.r; circumscribed by the ear. Here 
the perciption is to be understood as 
r r.-!.itjvc;. Supernormal perception, which 
it ■'•.Uii (in the next verse), takes place even 
■:o;jji;.".riion of the organ, etc. Similarly 
'J ti.-- p'.rctpiion of the soul is the conjunc- 
; that of the mental perception of 
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Atp) }(> ‘^’-Mii.iAfinquutt Aiclmis stj •punos p trip 
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p ^•^•lUAAnnquuu ai{i "c ‘quo; os pun joquinu m -oj.-) 
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ptinojf? .oip tJi D}.i jrf c JO .ojii.^isixo-uou otp ‘9 'o — spiijq 
jti-UAjjjp JO si ssou.iAUnquiJc qSnoipic »-.'>{qpcbj 

•jAd jon SI .AOiMj.iqui 'i.iA.iwoq ‘lu.ijs.^s cqiso^’ic^ 
Atp oj StiipjoDov -ucSjo v)ip oj pAjEj.u SI jcq.u jo 
r{r/rK7d.\r;.a) ssou.iAiinqunc mp si oauojoqui jo sv jp.w 
sc .ojtMj'-'i.vO'Uou JO uotid.i-wcl oqj jo osiicD oqx 

'pumi oqj qji.w pouiofuoa 
sStJiqj Ilf s-wqui lunj sji ui jcq.w ni aou^jnqut sj 
'jnos .oqj ui JU0J31JUT si }cqA\ ui /^u.oqui jSStiiqj p uop 
-d-iDJ id [cjunm .up jo osnco oip : piiiui atji qjiAi p.itijof 
-tioD St jcq.w ui aDtioJAqui si jnos ?q} ui s-wqui pcq.M 
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-cribtd b}' the ear; likewise the non-existence of a 
c 0 ^ etc. in that of a jar and the like, as the attri- 
bmiyeness of things that are the attributiveness of 
’.vnat 13 conjoined with the eye ; and so with the rest- 
as atmbutiveness it is to be regarded' as one. 
Otncnyi,e the tradition of the old school that relation is 
ot 3i,\ kinds, would be contradicted. 

„ ’""f’ perceived: The cause of tliis 

puyi'pnon of non-e.xistence is a non-perception that is 
of capacity. For instance, when we have 

Jr, n'T" ^ Sround, and 

b-. r -r ^^^■^■yistence of the jar and so forth cannot 
prefore the cause of the perception of 
u- "on*perception of its counter- 
tion Vi • ft* ^ also a necessary condi- 

Tv ,Miv . }f - "0”-Perception) whose counter- 

f i 1 r^r . "f ^ ^^uined on the assumption of the 
It O' .n'*-' Tu of the non-e.xistence. 

fiu'-t-rr/v (^ind of non-perception) whose 

li"' iias to be assumed if 

t'.rctc i - fh!.^ of the counterpositive, viz. a 

i-.t t perception of non-existence, 

t. i = /-.'t'' ■. ‘^ooJuncUon of hght and other 

a V there had been 

' a .ri.-'.c- of ft/ • ptrceivc-d; here the non- 

; /:/'■ . P'-'^ccived. But in darkness 

• ■j 'C'.ilj,' r taiinot be made; hence there is 

f ^ non-e.xistcnce of the jar etc. 

! ’.V ’ I ■ f r P^ccptioii, however, can indeed 
‘ ''hhout the conjunction of light, 

. .V ‘ i, Li-ifij pcrc-Avi-J, 
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•(tinjiriiu.iDUO--') ri^’OiC o; onp iriji 
ptir pf^p.^|.\\oTT^J no pnscq pup ‘oitpr.-tj iiouuno.i 
V. iJO pr»?cq :sp«iq o?iip Jo oq o| pp-s 

si (noTpomioD) uoptuocio ituiuoiu^dns ‘fq 
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pnAtoojncI po-ipoi osp; si qpoj os pun annul n ut stsno 
imp '3VT sinoqS uiojj aouojajjip oip ODuopj ‘oiqpdoa 
-joci oq ;smu uinjnj;sqns oip oauD^spio-uou innjnui 
JO tioijclaoaoci oip ui : ojqpdoDjod oq jsnui OAptsod 
-jojunoa oip ,diqsuopnioj jo ODuojsixo-uou oqj jo uop 
-doojod oqj uj 'suopdooiod osoqj oiunssn oj 0[qiss(xl 
SI ji oouis 'sunSjo OApoodsoa oqj qSnojqj poAiODJod si 
‘uo os pun qnos oip ui oansnoid jo ‘ano oqj ui punos 
JO 'ojg ut ssoupjoo jo 'sossnioui ui ojsnj aojjiq jo ‘ouojs 
ui oiunjjod JO ‘Jin ui jnojoo pojsojiunm jo oouojsixo 
-uou oqx 'otunssn oj oiqissodiui si ojfij oqj pun jqSjo.w 
JO uopdoojod oip ojoqj osnnooq 'oiqpdooaod jon si osjn 
ODUojsixo-uou jioip os : poAioojod Suioq jo ojqndnoui oon 
jqS;oA\ oqij sSuiqx 'pamnssn oq uno uopdoojod pinjou) 


66 


NoiidHOHHd avUkHONaajns 



ICO 


BHaSa-PARICCHEDA 


characteristic. Now if the word ‘ characteristic ' is 
used in the sense of identity, then we get the meaning: 
a connection {pratyasatti) identical with the common 
leature itself. And that common feature should be 
unctratood as a feature (prakdra) in the knowledge 
re.ating to the substantive which is connected with the 
organ. For instance, where smoke or the like is con- 
ntcted witli the organ, and the knowledge that it is 
sm-)..L- has arisen, with smoke as its substantive, in 
ijiat kriov.k-d-e smokehood is a feature. And through 
t..at smr.kehood as the connection, there arises the 
tcji-e cases of smoke' comprising all smoke, 
iri 11 wc simply say that (the common feature is) a 
I ..tun in v,hat is connected with the organ, then after 
cm .i> mistaken a mass of dust as smoke, one cannot 
•a.t a -nouledgt; of all smoke, since there is no connec- 
\ ^ I ^ smokehood. According to my 

v-:.» it is the mass of dust that is connected 

; 1 there is the knowledge that it 

i'f.. its substantive ; smoke- 

T 'r ' ^ ^ f''uture in that knowledge is the connec- 

''’ 5 th the organ must be taken as 
is with regard to e.\temal 
>. -.a.ting mental (supernormal) perception, 
to.nmr.n feature which is a feature in the 
' 1-' t.ie to.nnection. 
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Xjpu-Djij TAHrmrs; ivvp pujui ui oujoq oq pjnoqs 

•{pjnjroj iiouiuioo oqj qSnoiii) uopcIoDjod pnuoii 
-jncins jo) uotppuoj xOt:?soddu oqj sc }u?>S3jd 
oq oj St ucSjo Suipuodsojjoo oip Xq oinjcoj 
uoiiuuoo jcqj JO uopdoDJod oqj jo sosnco jo jcjo) 
urns oqx "suinjcjjsqns oqj jo (uopdoDJod jcuuou 
-jodns aqj ui) uoijoouuoo aqj oq oj poiopisuoD si 
ojnjcoj uomiuoo oqj jo pSpoimomi oqx 't’9 
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when, although there is no connection with the organ, 
there is the common feature (jarhood) which is a fea- 
ture {prakdra) in such knowledge? Therefore it is the 
knowledge of the common feature which is the connec- 
tion. and not the common feature itself. This is being 
stated: The knoivledge, etc. Asatti is the same as 
Pratyusatti (connection). So in the word sdmdnya- 
lak^anj, lakiana means an object (of knowledge). 
Hi-nce v.e get the meaning: The knowledge of the 
common feature is the connection. 

It may be urged that where,* even without the 
conjunction of the eye etc. there is the knowledge of 
the common feature, there might be ocular or any other 
ptrreption of all jars and so forth. To preclude this 
the text says: The mm total, etc. It means: When 


.’.e w.int to have perception through an external organ 
means of (the connection of) a common feature, 
tutre rauat be present the sum total of causes of the 
prt-Tctption of that common feature by the correspond- 
ing organ, in some object possessing that feature. The 
question is the conjunction of the eye, that 
f t and so on. Hence there is no such perception 
t*y iiu' eye etc. in darkness, for instance. 


5qim<r | 

a 11 

.. r.f f'f>nnertion based on knowledge is 

alone which is the object of 
< o..:nu:o.'i. fMif>t.'rnornial connection) due to 

-! i.s stated to be of two kinds 

{0 jj,,, (jjyj-jQjj yQgins) into those 
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the connection based on knowledge is not adnutted, 
how can there be the knowledge of fragrance when 
one has tlie (ocular) perception, * The sandalwood 
is fragrant.' Although there may be the knowledge of 
fragrance through the connection based on a common 
feature, yet the knowledge of fragrancehood arises 
through the connection based on knowledge. Thus, 
where a ma^s of dust is known as smoke, the knowledge 
of the mass of dust (as smoke) in apperception arises 
through the connection based on knowledge. 

{Supernormal connection) due to yoga, etc . — ^That 
is to ;-ay, a particular virtue arising from the practice 
of yoga, of which the Vedas, the Puranas, etc. speak. 
AcLurding to, etc . — Since the yogins belong to two 
< U.'.se3 according as they have attained concentration or 
are striving for it, the resulting virtue also is of two 
kinds. This is the idea. 


t;6. A yogin who has attained concentra- 
tion always has knowledge (of everything), 
while the other type is aided by meditation. 

.1 jogin. etc.— The yogin who has attained con- 
i'.ntrati'in < an always, through his mind supported by 
tne virtue arising from concentration, have knowledge 
> '.•. r. tning an the univi-rM') including ether, atoms, 
‘-f One of the t-iond class, however, needs the help 
••i ; -riicul.ir meditations. 


; •.:.o ,d?. urJv km.iva that i:.mdaI\voo<l is fragrant, 
.li.iMy ...j g ^ piect- of it that it is fragrant, 
j-'i.-;.. a'j i, tl*e connection that enables 

' ii.s: i;r;ce the vyi- i^ not crjlinected with tiic 
i'Tc. It only by the connection ba^td on 
jI.o thr c.v.e with all illusions. 
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reason why the sign is not to be taken as the instru- 
ment of inference is being stated: For then, etc. If 
tile sign be the instrument of inference, then from a 
sign that is yet to come or has been destroyed, there 
would be no inference ; for the sign, which is the 
instrunumt of inference, is then absent. 


Consideration 


6S. The knowledge that the concomitant 
i'^yupya) e.xists in the subject [paksa) is called 
consideration {pardmarsa). 


Tne hno-.jlcdge. etc — ^The knowledge that appre- 
h-. ncia the relation of what is possessed of concomitance 
>'* tlio subject is the cause of inference. It is either the 
.•.r. j.'.k'clgtj that the concomitant is in the subject, or the 
that the subject has the concomitant. The 


1*1.1,. lute from the former knowledge takes the form 
t..,it J.e thing to be inferred is in the subject, and that 
ii' ..I tile latter knowledge has the form that the subject 
.* ..> u.. ^tiling to be inferred. Others say that from both 
■ ..-•.3 c*. consideration the inference takes the form that 
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has the concomitant. 
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the Mimarhsaka) : Where even 
-ge that the hill has smoke which 
tire, there is the perception tliat 
and ibtn there is the recollection 
omitaiit of fire, there we notice tliat 
ce from two distinct judgments, 
that apprehends txie relation of 
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should be the knowledge that the reason is an attribute 
of the subject — a knowledge in which the determinant 
oi the concomitanthood, actually being perceived, is a 
fvature ; for then inference would take place if Caitra 
was aware of the invariable concomitance, and Maitia 
lud the ruiowledge that the reason was present in the 
subject. If it be urged that the knowledge on the part 
of a pvirticular person that the reason is an attribute of 
the juhject — a knowledge in which the determinant of 
the concomitanthood, actually being perceived as such 
by him, is the cause of the inference made by him, 
tiien thtre will be an endless number’ of causes and 
vtitcts. In my explanation, however, the knowledge 
that the reason is an attribute of the subject — a knowl- 
edge which arises by the relation of inherence, and in 
\.h2ch the invariable concomitance is a feature, causes 
the inference by the relation of inherence ; hence there 
e.re not an endless number of causes and effects. But 


It you say) the knowledge in which the invariable 
concomitance is a feature, and the knowledge tliat the 
rLaSiti Is an attribute of the subject, be independent 
then there would be two pairs of causes and 
in'.’-'t., ; and inference might take place from the knowl- 



ru-ike Is a conc«>mitant of fire, and the hill 
ifiUs, even where there are two judgments, 
.'.nine that tiiey constitute a qualified notion ; 
.niation. tiiough cumbrous, is allowable when 


h-.(:s to a result.* 


- tl...'; s.r-- .ill lanj.icr :iusi.oer cl j,crscn3 to cuke 

t;..- .:.;e;':;.cc uS •..■ell as iia caUiC, the coft-i- 
..... n.n.ieiit eaea time. 

- ..t , ci tile caiiial reLitiou. 
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mutual non-existence, the counterpositiveness* of which 
is characterised* by the possession of just the thing to 
be inferred.' Hence, although smoke may be present 
in a hiil, for instance, which is other than any particular 
object having fire, such as the kitchen, there is no 
harm.’ The absence of the reason in objects other 
than those having the thing to be inferred is to be 
uiitit'r.st*)od in respect of the relation that the reason 
bi-ars (to the subject). Hence, although smoke is 
present b_\' the relation of inherence in its parts, which 
are {>hjects other than those having the thing to be 
inferred, there is no harm.'* The absence (of the 
reason) in objects other than those having the thing 
to be inferred means a non-existence, the counter- 
jjoaitiveness of which is characterised simply by the 
state (jf beii»g a presence in objects other than those 
having the thing to be inferred.® Hence in the 
(fallaciou-i) inferetne, ‘It has smoke, because it has 
tire,' although (hrej is not present in a lake etc., which 
an- objects other than those having the thing to be 
int'rred, the dehnition is not too wide so as to include 


Ar. ..ujiliuti- Ilf the counterpoaitive. vij:. what has the 
>.j to tc jnii rrril i .ucHiyaiat). 

it.-. i::.; tii-- th.nj} to U- infem-d as such, neither more 
.■ - 1 I'f li.c (it-iiiution would be futile. 

‘ if_t i3. thf dfUauion 13 saved from being one that is 

‘ i- ...c.- i.,,t prejent there by the relation of 


'> ■ : :<• ■// .';-r.tl .'toii-e.-iestence of the form, 'It 

- ■ :.i <.'.j ct, than tho^e Iwiving the thing to 
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69. Or the co-existence of the reason with 
the thing to be inferred which must not be the 
counierpositive of any non-existence that may 
abide in things having the reason, is called 
invariable concomitance. 

It may be urged : When the thing to be inferred 
is e:•:clu^ivcly affirmative (universally present), e. g. 
kiiou ability, there are no such things as objects other 
tlian tlu’.ao having the thing to be inferred. Hence the 
dthnition fails to apply there. Moreover, in proposi- 
tions like, ‘ It has existence, because it has a generic 
attribute,’ the reason is never known to exist in objects 
other than those having the thing to be inferred, viz. 
.1 generic attribute etc., by the relation that determines 
the reasonhood, viz. inherence ; hence the definition 
falls short of application. Therefore the text says: Or 
th-j co-existaice, etc. The co-existence (lit. the state 
of having the same substratum) of the reason with the 
to be inferred which' must not be the coiinler- 

* That jj, v.-hich roust be inclusive (vyapaha) ol tlie reason. 
Is tS'.i.iij 10 be inferred rocludt-s the reason, no substratum 
i; t.'.e Lti:r will be without tile ionner. This definition 
, t;\e two diftcts mentioned above. To illustrate: 
1 ;; t..-.- fi.’oj,. itioa, ' It is naroable, because it is knowable,* 
t..j '.\t liiiow ability, h, co-e.'iistent with the thing to 

.j.i.rud. VI/ ruiinabihiy — since anytliing, e. g. a jar, is 
t> r. wad hnr.wablc — .md natnability includes know- 

..:./e It i, not .ib.,eat in aayiliing that has knowability. 
.1- ;:i t;.-j j-ronc-ition, ‘ It has existence, because it has 

.. .... :.c .iitfibati-.’ the tiling to be inferred, exiatence, is 
m anything that has the reason, a generic attri- 
: e. 111 :.ab.ia;iCLj, qualities and actions, lleuce the 
*.,. ...; t.. .... :r.< ;ri-d ;.> not ti;e counterjioidtive of the reason, 
. i*. .c .1 iiicluii'.e of the tcai.oa. At the same time a 
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substancehood.' the definition faUs of application, yet 
ii should be stated that invariable concomitance is the 
co-existence of the reason with the thing to be inferred, 
as specified by that determinant of being the thing to 
be inferred {sadhyatavacchedaka) which is not the 
determinant of the counterpositiveness (of the non- 
existence abiding in the substratum of the reason). 

Objection ; In a proposition like, ‘ It has what is 
possessed of generic attributes concomitant with colour- 
hood, because it has earthhood,’ the determinants of 
being the thing to be inferred are generic attributes 
concomitant with colourhood, and these generic attri- 
butes, e. g. white-colourhood, are the determinants of 
the counterpositiveness of the non-existence abiding 

cJ the reason (substancehood) be a jar, there is absence in it 
of the qualities of a cloth, which, therefore, are the counter- 
j.Oj;Uvc of tlie non-existence abiding in the substratum of t o 
rt.a_/ja. Similarly with regard to the qualities of a jar, if tlie 
-.uoaiiatum of tlu- reason be a cloth. Thus every quality may 
be iho-.vn to be the counterpositive of the non-existence ab« 
ii'.g in the substratum of the reason. Yet qualities are co- 
L'-tijlc-nt wiiii substancehood, which is tire reason. 

1 Thus in the proposition, * It has fire, because it has 
.'.raohe.* although there may be the absence of fire as the 
kitchen fire in a hdl. it is not absent there as fire. Hence 
fi;eh''A d not the determinant of the counterpositiveness of 
It.-.- :;.',r.-e.tijter.ce abiding in the substratum of the reason. 
.'^iitilUrly, in a prepr.^uion like, ' It has quality, because it 
r...,, .ub.-t.iacelioo'.l,' tl-.ere is not the absence of quality ns 
quihty in the sub.stratura of the reason, but tliere is the 
-b .'.:c cl it a. particular quality, such as the colour of 
. j .r Tl;--- d'-'itriniiiant of the countetpositiveness of that 
i. via. L-.:ng the colour of a jar etc., w 

■ys .iity;...., d, v.h.ish i> tiic deiemiinant of being the thing to 

i;.;-.;:!..!. ih,- d'.Jufitioa is intact. 
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The substratum of the reason should be taken to 
mean the substratum of what is possessed of tlie 
determinant of the reasonhood. Hence in a proposi- 
tion like. Tt is a substance, because it has existence 
possc-ssed of difference from that of qualities and 
actions,' althoucjh substancehood is a counterpositive 
of the non-existence abiding in the substratum of pure 
existence, viz. qualities etc., the definition is not too 
narrow to include this case.‘ Similarly the sub- 
stratum of the reason should be understood in respect 
of the relation which is the determinant of the reason- 
hood. Hence, although fire is the counterpositive of 
the non-e.xistence abiding in the substratum of smoke 
in respect of the relation of inherence, viz. in its parts, 
the detimtion is not too narrow.® 

The non-existence also should be understood as 
not being co-exibtent with its counterpositive. So in 
the proposition, Tt has the conjunction of a monkey, 

Thi- abf.ve vii-w has been referred to by Jagadisa 
T.e:LjJ.iiikj.ra in hia i>tddluinta~Lakfana. According to Ragiiu- 
lUiih.i hnoin.-'.r.i. hov.cver, when there are many determinants 
v/i i-'..:5g thi- thing to he inferred, any one of them can be 
tfi.,’.; J .io jucIi by an indirect relation. 

* E-cau.e d'.f oubairacum of such qualified existence is 
o-lune, and dicre is no absence of substancehood 

in It. 

- In a j ri';.i.,it;<.n like, * The hill has fire, because it has 
t.ke Luhjtratma of the reason by the relation of 
in;,-.'!..:- i, the j. .tt:, id smoke. Theie have no fire, and 
;.:e the nnght bo too narrow. But tlie sab- 

i,i ti.'j rv.i:,un rdiould be t'lkcu in the relation of tlic 
•i c.i the r!.au:.ahc,od, i. e. conjunction. Hence, 

c: t;. : j in', of smoke, wo muit take the hill, and 
t..%r '.i :.j .iL.en.e cf fire in it- So tile definition is intact. 
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poaitivt.*, viz. substances.^ This is wrong ; because the 
real meaning is that a non-existence qualified by 
preic.nce in something that is not the substratum of its 
counterpesitive, abides in the substratum of the 
reason.* To put it in brief, the non-existence must be 


* ?o thus nfia-e.\jstence is to be discarded. Yet there is 
zo n’.Ztrz c. ■j-t x:st£nce of which the thing to be inferred, vb. 
Cl !>. ilu- counterpositive. Hence, the thing to be 

inicrri-.l n >t t.iuig the counterpositive of any non-existence 

ih. tt ti lt cii existent with Its counterpositive and at the 

i.tn.e iiir.i- liiides in the substratum of the reason, the defini- 
tii.a .. rrf.jiv extends there also. 

- r!'...t IS tii '.ly. th< expression ’ non-existence that is 
r.iit ciii'i.-tiiit i.iih Its c' luuterpositive and at the same time 
.uii'Jti in the substratum nf the reason ' should mean 'a non- 
exi-tenie that ij tjualtritd by being present in what is not the 
:.u: 'tn.tam of its counte rjiosmve and at the same time abides 
111 till- -ubstraturn ot the reason.’ Thus understood, the 
diUiiii:. a u r.i> h nii'-r too narrow with regard to the proposi- 
ti.,:!, It ha.s the conjunction of a monkey, because it is this 
irit fj' u-exi.itt rioe that is so qualified, e. g. that 

u :j-< x.',ti :u.e m th- conjunction of a monkey which is 
liv lA-ing pre.-ent in qualities, does not abide in this 
j»irt;cu.u,r trie . i<-r %vhat is qualified by being present in somc- 
is not -ilmitti-d as lieing present elsewhere. Hence the 

ii. -'/.i- :.;in-r.\n>u-ace i, not cru-xistent with its counterpositive. 

N r t^n tf:e d-unition wrongly extend to the proposi- 
t.- .1, I: ccnjuriction. bi-cause it has existence.' Because 

t::;r..;j arc uot the substratum of the counterpositive 
:. :i-<'.x:itc:.ic of conjunction' we may take qualities 
'.onjaniiK,.". I.c;.-jj/ a quality, cannot abide in qualities), 
..‘.v ex.^tente , f conjunction as qualified by being 
i:t .:i t.Mia abi.ir,, m qualities, which are also the sab- 
if Therefore tlie thing to be inferred, 

c .'.j .i.'.c ij the counterpesitive of the non-existence 
i.'i ti.e vubitratuin of the reason. At the same time, 
tf ccnjunctioa '.vhich abides in qualities is 
;n su;..u.''-cr5, v.hich are tlie substratum of con- 
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proposition like, '(The soul) has knowledge, because it 
has existence,' although the substratum of existence, 
viz, a jar or the like, by virtue of being an object, is 
also the substratum of knowledge, the definition is intact 
(not too wide).^ Similarly in a proposition like, ‘It 
has fire, because it has smoke,’ although there is the 
absence of fire by the relation of inherence in the 
substratum of the smoke (e. g. a hill), the definition 
is intact (not too narrow).* 

Objection: As regards not being the substratum, 
does it mean that of any one of the counterpositives 
that are qualified by the determinant of the counter- 
positiveness? Or that of such counterpositives in 
general? Or that of what is qualified by any determin- 
ant of the counterpositiveness? In the first alternative, 
in a proposition like, 'It has the conjunction of a 
monkey, because it is this tree,' the definition is, as 
before, too narrow ; for as ‘an object* qualified by the 
determinant of the counterpositiveness of the non- 
existence of the conjunction of a monkey' we also get 
that conjunction of a monkey which is not present in 
the tree, and the tree is not its substratum. In the 
S-Conci alternative, there is no such things as a non- 
existence that is not co-existence with its counter- 
vcAiivc ; for every non-existence is co-existent with 
:a.it counterpositive which is the negation of itself as 

* littaiix*. although knowledge abides in e.'cistenco etc. 
t v tl-.- rtliiiMi ut objecthocj, it never does so by the rela- 
t— a which is the relation determining the state 

.A.:, g ti.e thing u, be inferred. 

- the relation determining the state of being the 

t;..;. ; : i he iiiierred is conjunction, and not inherence. 

■* u..- conjunction of a monkey. 



- .>-i j- a;:.;.::;.; 'j, : v , , 

.'rj-- •> .-vf v ^ 

>”1 '-'VI }" .»i[) s'rq jj -•^ nv'iiq 

j i -s i tMu -iqi ?rtj j[ . M:*!; tzont-oeloj-I i* 

fij {);!•.'>: T;jt\N tiiqi > put)':ip V <;! ‘D}-) Jcf r 

.1 v; );s;^ >-ii '!! tqj III MJl JO .UU }0 -■’.Itnpt.V.I-tlOTI 

•■’','1 iv:{! [-OS !>( II }{ riininrw iq ?.\c.up: {[iw OAtjpi'Kl 

'jijur.oj >■!» qiM\ jtj > <>,> lou ‘-i jirqi .pimisixm-uou v. 

j.T.junn uj ujiiji'ij'qn-: vjr m .itj) jo jiu{ c pun 
'jvf TT p .ijij-ipjx.i-uoti .tqi JO .'Aiji^odjnjuno:) r vt o*.-!!? 

Ajy Aju-jq ; ji’f V JO .iju.>}six.>-uou qji.w ,{W|juApj 
luq ‘I Ji'f V JO .1 )uopix.»-uou Aiji in ?t qjiq.w njq 
JO .i.iiMjsix.Joiou inqi joq '.qunj « oaijisckIjajuikw 
‘• ji qif« jiMj-ix.i.o jou '^1 )Rqi ojuojsixo-uoti i: sn 
Kunp qans ou .u uji icqi jimuiajkjs oqj Ajojojoqj pun 
: uo:]<->nb ui oAiipodi.qunoj .itp jo lunjnjjsqns otp ^;ok 
X juinpAj «i .iqq oqj jo jpq oqj ’pouAjui oq oj yuiqj ftqj 
fniuiq JO Ajcjs Aip s’uiuiujJAjAp eUoijniAJ oqj jo pncI'Aj 
tu jaX 'jiMiuoui oujp.joojd oqj ui ooua^oid jo possossod 
sn Jp"*??; JO uoijnSou oqj si qjiq.w 'ojo jnf n jo oduojsjxa 
- uou oqj JO OAijisodjojunoo jcqj jo uinjnjjsqns aqj st 
oqji Aqj JO ipq oqj ,'oqouis snq jr osnnooq 'ojtj snq jj, 
‘Aqij uoptsodojd n ui qSnoqjin jnqj poSjn oq jouuno 
JI ,-juouioui Suipaoojd oqj ui oouasojd jo passosv'od 

ToT 



aoxvxiK'ODXoo aa9\'iin"ANi 



BHaSa-PARICCHEDA 


will be too narrow. For there the relation determining 
the state of being the thing to be inferred is selfsame- 
ncss {svantpa), and in respect of that relation the sub- 
stratum of the reason is also the substratum of that 
counterpositive of every non-existence which is the 
negation of itself as possessed of presence in the preced- 
ing moment. In the third alternative, in a proposition 
like, ‘ It has the non-existence of the conjunction of a 
monkey, because it is the soul,’ the definition would be 
tco narrow ; for there the negation of that non-existence 
of the conjunction of a monkey which is^ in the soul is 
the conjunction of a monkey, and this being a quality, 
the determinant of the counterpositiveness may also 
be the state of being the absence of qualities in general, 
and the substratum of the reason, viz. the soul, is not 
the substratum of what is determined by that (deter- 
minant). 

Reply : Not so ; for the meaning (of the expres- 
sicji ' not a counterpositive ’) is that (the determinant 
of the state of being the thing to be inferred) is not the 
dttenninant of that kind of coxmterpositiveness, the 

^ Bccau.o the soul is omnipresent. 

- On-.‘ coanterpcsitive is the absence of the conjunction 
ci a f.-.'-aht-y. But since tlie conjunction of a monkey is a 
qa-hty. tile ah^nce of qualities in general may as well be 
io the determinant of the counterpositiveness of 
tr, ■■ f.' /iiic.i ci the ab..ence of the conjunction of a monkey 
is eU.te t-f being tl:e absence of qualities in general. 

ti.c negation of the absence of the conjunction of a 
!.. 'is.e/ 1^ not co-enistent with its counterpositive. Its 
cc ;.;.’.i.;p,_itivc is the abicacc of the conjunction of a monkey, 
V....-;;; ia li'.-. ti.ing to be inferred. Hence the definition is 
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positive of non-existence, by the relation determining 
the counterpositiveness, possesses the twofold non- 
existence of the state of being qualified by a particular 
attribute (determining the state of being the thing to 
be inferred) and the state of being qualified by a 
particular relation (determining the same), the object 
citaracterised by that attribute is inclusive {vydpaka) 
of that rea^nn in that particular relation.* Thus in a 


• In a fallacy, the thing to be inferred, as qualified by 
thi- attrifiute and the rehation determining its state as such, 
r-.tf v.autmg in some substratum of the reason. So there 
th" <.'-untf*rp<,sitivinfss of the non-existence abiding in the 
•-ab'.ttatum of the reason must be qualified by both the 
atinbute and the relation determining the state of being the 
thing to I «• inferred. Hence these tvvo qualifications never 
Li'iiig ji iiitly absent, the definition is not too wide. But in 
a valid l.r<«J)/,^)t^l,n, no substratum of the reason is wanting 
in the thing to be inferred possessing the above double 
qualiucatsoa. Therefore the counterpositiveness of the non- 
c.xisteace abiding in the substratum of the reason ever lacks 
trie aUive two qualifications. 

In a fallacious proposition like, ' It has smoke, because 
:t file ' the attribute determining the state of being the 
tniiig to la; iaferrtd (smoke) is smokehood, and the relation 
<!v:err.^:;c;f,g It u conjunction. Nov/ a red-hot ball of iron 
nie (v.hi, n ii the rea.son). but no smoke. That is, there 
1 ', t.’ie r.' .a exi-.trnce of smoke in it, of which the counter- 
jC'.tive u smoke, and the relation determining the counter- 
P' -It.'. L;;e,. , conjunction. In this counterpositiveness there 
a.'.- and conjunction. Hence, there being no 

ar of the f.vo together, the definition does not wrongly 
t'.t.-aj to It 

I.", a vai; 1 pr.,j>;.it;cn like. ' It has fire, because it iia» 
■■.r,' t..-.ag no abience of fire, through the relation 
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some sort of knowledge.’^ But it does take place when 
there is the perception, 'The hill which has smoke, a 
concomitant of fire, has fire,' and along with it there 
is the desire, ‘ Let there be some other knowledge than 
perception,'- Similarly, when there is consideration 
regarding smoke, inference does not take place even if 
there is the desire, ‘ Let me infer fire through light.'^ 
In a particular inference, that kind of certainty should 
be specifically mentioned as an obstacle, the presence 
of which during the absence of a desire to infer thwarts 
that inference. Hence, even if there is the knowledge, 
‘ The hill has heat, the rocky thing has fire,’ inference 
is not counteracted.'‘ But since we see that even if 
there is certainty of the thing to be inferred being in a 
substratum- of the determinant of the subjeetbood, 
inference takes place in subjects® qualified by that 
determinant, we must say that with regard to inference 
in subjects qualified by the determinant of the subject- 
hood. it is the certainty of the thing to be inferred in 
subj'-cts qualified by the determinant of the subject- 

* Bi.c;4Ute the desire necessary for the purpose is, ' Let 
tr.-.ro be knowledge of the presence of the thing to be inferred 
in the subject.' 

^ Perception is much easier than inference. Therefore in 
a ccmpeiition between the two regarding an identical object, 
I'.-rceptioa prevails when the conditions of it are present, 
i fence tile c^ualihctition. The presence of the desire for 
iiiftrcoca ti'.getiier with consideration will lead to inference in 
'-l-iU: o: tr.s conditions of perception being present. 

■* B.cair.'e iiiure is no consideration about light, and no 
di.i.rc aL-out inferring through smoke. 

‘ It '..ual-i be if there were the certainty tliat the hill 

»■ > 

' B. g. a p^rticuhr hill. 

' -abjecu in general, e. g. all hills. 
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la connection wth dealing with the reason, the 
fallacies are being divided: The fallacies, etc. The 
definition of a fallacy is that it is &at, having^ which 
as its object a particular knowledge thwarts inference 
{or its cause). To explain: Since a particular knowl- 
edge thwarts inference by having inconstancy etc. as its 
object, tliese are defects. The expression ' that posses- 
sing which ' means ' that kind of real entity,® possessing 
which.’ Hence, although a mistaken notion of in- 
congruity may thwart inference, the definition is not 
too wide. Since the notion, ‘ The hill has the absence 
of fire,’ is unknown as a fact, there is no defect in the 
reason. It cannot be urged that at the time of the 
consideration, ‘ It has rockiness, which is a concomitant 
of the non-existence of fire,’ the smoke, which is a con- 
comitant of fire, is not a fallacy, since in this case 
tl’.e subject having a concomitant of the absence of fire 
is unknown as a fact. For this is a thing we accept. 
Otherwise incongruity also would be a transitory 
defect.® Therefore, in the instance cited, at the time 
of the consideration, ' It has rockiness, which is a con- 
comitant of the absence of fire,' the smoke, which is a 
concomitant of fire, is not fallacious. The inference is 
only obstructed owing to an error, but the reason is 
not defective. Similarly a reason being present where 
tile thing to be inferred is absent, and so on,"* is a 

1 Tii.it u, Ihc knowlfdge o£ which thwarts inference. 

- frut b to tay, not simply the object of the knowledge 
in bat the object together with its qualification 

0,11. t Le tahta into account. 

* V.'hvii o:;e has an erroneous notion of it. 

* vu a i-ubjwct being without the thing to te 
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definition is not too narrow to include the inconstant 
reason. The knowledge of a defect with regard to a 
particular reason is an obstacle to the inference that is 
based on that reason. Hence, where one reason is 
Imown to be inconstant, inference takes place from 
some other reason, and as the knowledge of the in- 
constancy docs not comprehend the absence of what is 
a feature' in the inference or in its cause, etc., it does 
not thwart inference (or its cause) ; nevertheless the 
definition is intact (not too narrow). This is the gist 
of it. 

V.vRiETiES OF Fallacy Defined according 
TO THE New School 

sirsr: I 

II II 

72. The inconstant reason is of three kinds: 
The first is styled common, the second uncom- 
mon and the third inconclusive. 

A fallacy is- any one of the total number of defects 
in a reason connected with a particular thing to be 
inferred or subject. The mention of five classes is 
simply in view of possible instances'* of them. 

editicaj read harana (iastrumeDt) instead of hiranu 
The 'iastruaient’ is the knowledge of invariabls 
cc,a;o;r;:tiince. 

* Ti.at is, a qualification of their object. 

- Hs-re an alternative definition of fallacy is given to 
iacluae hypotlietical cases of inference. 

^ While all the five defects may occur, as in the proposi- 
t:c.a, ‘ The air has smell, because it has oiliness./ 
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oi the absence of the thing to be inferred (in the 
subject). In the case of a counterbalanced reason, the 
rival reason serves to establish the absence of the thing 
to be inferred, while here the reason is only one. This 
is the difference. Another point of difference is that it 
betrays a special incapacity in that what is calculated 
to establish the absence of the thing to be inferred is 
here put forward as that intended to establish the thing 
to be inferred. 

The counterbalanced reason is where the subject 
has a concomitant of the non-existence of the thing to 
be inferred. Others say that it is the object of a 
notion,* not known to be invalid, that (the subject) has 
a concomitant of the non-existence of the thing to be 
inferred, at the time that one has a notion, not known 
to be invalid, that the subject in question has a con- 
comitant of the thing to be inferred. Here obstruction 
to inference results from the knowledge that the subject 
of each proposition has a concomitant of the non- 
existence of the thing to be inferred, relating to the 
other proposition. 

Regarding this some- say: As, in spite of the 
V:r.owlcdgc that the subject has a concomitant of the 
r.on-e:iistence of a jar, one has the notion that the 
iubjtct has tile jar, when there is conjunction of the 
eye and the jar, and as in spite of the knowledge that 
a conch has conchhood, which is a concomitant of the 
non-exisiencc of yellow-colourhood, one has the notion 
that the conch is yellow, if there is some defect such as 


* li aicaat. 

* r..v‘ rv-fi.icr.ct ij to the author of the Ruinahoia. 
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dScreat Had of obstructiou has to 
panicular spontaneous perception 
Liiprchension. because it would be cumbrous. So 
there being an obstacle, how can inference t^e pa 
{even in the case of a counterbalanced reason) t U 
li’-e the perception that takes place 
normal comiection (between the organ and "he 

induce, in the form of a doubt, that is suppo=ed to 

take place in the case of a 

r'ot attested by proof ; were it so, the quahfymj, p 
':;h;rtb.an a^inference' would also^ 

Where tht-re is the knowledge that (the subject) m 
the alternatives has a concomitant (of thm 
inferred), there doubt arises from the notion o both 
licking validity, not othenvise; for the nval notion 
an obstacle only when its invaUdity has not been 


known. 


The umoundedne^ {asiddhi) of reason is being 
any one of the group beginning with unfound^ness oi 
ih;i substratum. L’nfoundedness of the subatra u = 
the absence of the determinant of the subjec oo 
the subject, mere one is to infer. ‘ The hill 
.-old has fire.' there, if one has the knowledge, 
bill is not made of gold,’ it results in the obstruc ion 
c; i 'iderauon with regard to the hill made n* 
Unfound.dness of nature is the absence of what b 
c.j:.iid'.;r>jd to be a concomitant’ (i. e. the reason) 
tie subject. There, as in a proposition like, ‘The la^e 

> !n to the qualityir.- phrase 'not 
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Incongruity {badha) is the absence of the thing to 
be inferred in die subject, and so on.^ It results in the 
obstruction of inference, because the certainty of the 
absence of something (the thing to be inferred) with 
regard to a particular entity^ (the subject) thwarts all 
knowledge* of that something relating to that entity, 
provided the knowledge is not produced by normal 
sense-contact or some particular defect. Regarding this 
some hold that the knowledge, which includes doubt, 
of the subject being related^ to the thin g to be inferred 
is tile cause of inference, and incongruity and the 
counterbalanced reason are fallacies, because they 
thwart this knowledge. This is wrong; for then no 
inference would take place in cases* where the thing to 
be inferred is not known to e.\ist outside the subject ; 


* 'RfLxi to thu same idea expressed in another way. 

5 Dhjruint. In the proposition, ' The ground holds a 
;ir,' the giound is the dhanmn or visesya (substantive). 


’ I: a person knows that the ground holds no jar. he 
cam-.ot have tha opposite notion, unless it is a case of percep- 
Uca j.avolvang senie-contact. Again if he knows that a conch 
a ’...'.itc, he ca.-mo: regard it as yellow, unless he is suffering 
sro.’n ^au-adice. ' Knowledge * includes doubt. 

* f;;c mfrrence taking the form, ' The subject has the 
'.;ur.cl-.^n o/ the tiring to be inferred,' and not, ‘ The 
the tiling to ha inferred.* as is usual. 



vtly negative inference is meant. In the pro- 
.r:h is dinert-ni from other things, because it is 
r-ing to ha inferred, viz. difference from other 
t kr.o.en to exist outside of earth, which is the 
there its presence is under dispute. Hence, 
a pttvinus knowledge of the thing to be inferred 
r.a ;uhj-.ct, iafcrtnce, according to this view. 
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there ii the notion of incongruity-,^ there, the notion of 
inccriitancy or the like being useless,- incongruity alone 
should be held as thwarting inference. Similarly, 
where there is the notion of the presence of earthhood, 
which is a concomitant of smell, in a jar or the like at 
the moment oi its origin, there incongruity alone should 
be considered to be the obstacle. It cannot be quest- 
ioned how, smell being present in the subject, via. 
ti'.e Jar, it can be a case of incongruity ; for it is a 
matter of enperience that inference takes place as asso- 
ciated with the space and time that are the deter- 
minants of the subjecthcod.’ The concomitants of 
fallacies* other than incongruity and its concomitant 
(u:e counterbalanced reason) are just included in them.* 
Othvr.vise there would be another fallacy. The counter- 
balanced reason, which is a concomitant of incongruity, 
is to be treated as a distinct fallacy, since the saint,* 
v.l.o is oi independent will, has made a separate men- 
tion of it. That the concomitant of the counterbalanced 
rcoson is not an obstacle (to inference) is, however, a 
ti.ing that gees without saying. 
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W2 

of transitoriness in sound, then a jar or the Uke^ con- 
stitutes a similar instance," as also a contrary instance, “ 
and soundhood is other than that ; hence it is an un- 
common inconstant reason. When, however, there is 
certainty of transitoriness in sound, then it is no longer 
such. This is the view of the old school. The view of 
the new school has already* been stated. 

I 

74. That of which the subject is exclusively 
afhrmative is the inconclusive reason. That 
which is never present in what is possessed of 
the thing to be inferred (the subject) is called the 
contradictory reason. 

That, of which, etc Since in a proposition like, 

' .\11 is namable, because it has knowability,’ every- 
ihing is a subject, there is no other instance for the 
notion of co-e.xistence (of the reason and the thing to 
be inferred), and hence no inference can take place. 
This, however, is not correct ; for even if there is the 
notion of co-e.xistence in a portion of the subject,® the 
definition is intact. Or, let there be no knowledge of 
co-existence ; even tliis much only constitutes un- 
ioundedness in the form of ignorance (of co-existence) ; 



• Kt-fcis to jarheed, for instance. 

- a jar ia certainly transitory. 

^ This j-ertioa applies to what is denoted by the words or 
t;.-.- hi;e.’ Jarheed is a contrary instance, because, being a 
av-n.ric aitrsLutf, it is obviously eternal. 

*Oa p. 13J. 
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q^nTf^ Wt: 11 W 

77. The third, viz. unfoundedness of con- 
comitanthood, occurs where the reason is blue 
smoke etc. When two opposite things^ occur in 
the consideration, the two reasons are said to be 
counterbalanced. 

Blue siv.oke, etc Blue-smokehood and so on can- 

not be the determinant of the reasonhood, since it is 
cumbrous ; for the determinant of the concomitant- 
hood- must be one, of which no other determining^ 
attribute of concomitanthood, co-existing with a partic- 
ular attribute,* is a component factor. The phrase 
‘ co-e.\iating with a particular attribute * is added in 
order to include the state of being the previous non- 
existtnee of smoke.^ 


rrt' 




* That is, tho thiag to be inferred and its negation. 

- a he contomitaat is the reason. 

* — . g. imohthowl. * E. g. blue-smokehood. 

- Unlike the llimamsakas, the logicians believe in the 
."ons uon-txiaience oi that alone which will take place 
-(.iiUi-ntly. So they may infer: ‘ This place will have fire, 

It h_3 the previous non-existence of smoke.' Here 

C'-i<rn:;nj,nt cf the reasonhood is the state of being the 
ncn-txij'.tncc of smoke. This has for its component 
f-r another attribute (viz. smckehccd) v/hich is a detcr- 


r. 



tn-.* r-.a.cnhood. But the tivo are not co-vxistenr. 
stskihacJ abides in smoke, which is a positive 
.as i;.e cih.-r abides in the previous non-existence 
Hea.:e the attribute ‘ the state cl being tite pre- 
•' Aht.at'; o£ smoke.* although cumbrous, can be 
thr determinant o£ the rtasonhood. 
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VERBAL COMPREHENSION 

5 qj^car, 5iT cT^r q^r!^4t: I 
gT^*<q: ^ cR, |1 || 

8i. The knowledge of words is the instru- 
ment (of verbal comprehension), the kno\yledge 
(recollection) of the meaning of words is the 
operation there, verbal comprehension is fte 
result, and the knowledge of denotative function 
(sflA’/i) is an aid. 

The manner in which verbal comprehension takes 
place is being shown: The knowledge of words, etc. 
It is not that words actually being known are the instru- 
ment of it ; for we have verbal comprehension even in 
the absence of words (uttered), as in the case of a man 
under tlie vow of silence mentally reciting a verse, and 
so on.* The knowledge of the meaning of words, etc. 
— The recollection of the meaning of words produced 
by those words is the operation. Otherwise a man who 
has a knowledge of words would have verbal compre- 
hei’.iioa even when he has a knowledge of the thing 
denoted by the words, through perception etc. Even 
there the recollection should be understood as being 
produced by words through their significatory function 
(t'r.'/ij. Otherwise, when words like 'jar' have given 
rise to a recollection of ether through the relation of 
inherence, ether too would become an object of verbal 

1 Kciirs to the conveying of idea3 through gestures or 
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statement, paraphrase and the contiguity of a well- 
known word.' The denotative function of verbal roots 
and augments and so on is apprehended from grammar. 
Sometimes when there is a contradiction, it is discarded. 
For instance, grammarians say that the denotative func- 
tion of the tenfold verbal suffix is regarding the agent. 
In sentences like, ' Caitra is cooking,' Caitra is to be 
identified with the agent of the action ; but since this 
is cumbrous, it is discarded. Instead, for simplicity, 
denotative function is taken to be with regard to effort 
{krti), which is apprehended as a feature of Caitra 
etc.* It cannot be urged that as the agent is not 
expressed (by the verbal suffix), words such as ‘Caitra’ 
should take the third (instrumental) case-ending, because 
it depends on the absence of any expression of the 
number of the agent.® And only things that are not 
circumscribed by being objects {karmaiva) etc., and 
are represented by words taking the first (nominative) 
case-ending, are capable of having their number 
expressed. The meaning of the clause, 'That are not,' 
etc. is that tlie things in question must not be appre- 
hended as referring to what is a description of some- 
thing else. Hence in sentences like, ' Maitra goes like 
Caitra,' the number (indicated by the verbal 3uffi.x) is 
not connected with Caitra.® To preclude cases where 
tile things in question, as objects of an action and so 
forth, are not meant to be (solely) a description,* the 

* That is, it sijjniilts tliat Caitra is possessed of tho 

* it;/ the verbal suDl.-c. 

■* liccavi.-.e ‘liJct: Caitra' is a description of Maitra. 

‘ .Vi ;n the Sentence, 'Caitra sees Caitra,' where Caitra U 
nc,t inertly liie object of seeing, but the subject as vrell. 
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colour alone, while by implication they refer to what is 
possessed of blue and other colours. Likewise from 
the statement of trustworthy persons also (denotative 
function is known). As, from the statement, 'The 
word pika signifies a cuckoo,’ we get the denotative 
function of words such as pika. 

Similarly from usage also it is apprehended. For 
instance, an elderly person giving directions says, 
' Bring a jar,' and hearing this another elderly person 
who is called upon to do so brings the jar. Reflecting 
on tliis, a boy who stood near concludes that the act of 
bringing a jar is the result of the words, ‘ Bring the 
jar.' Then in expressions like, ‘Remove the jar,' and 
‘ Bring the cow,' he understands by a process of inclu- 
sion and exclusion that the denotative function of 
words such as 'jar' is with regard to the jar etc. as 
connected with certain acts.* Thus, according to some,® 
expressions like, ‘ There is a blue jar on the ground,' 
lead to no verbal comprehension. To be explicit: 
Sijjce words such as ‘a jar’ have been concluded to 
have the power of denoting a jar etc. as connected with 
Certain acts, and since only vidhiliii and other suffixes 
have the power to convey activity, there will be no 
Verbal comprehension, as they are lacking (in this case). 
This is wrong. For although one may at first conclude 
that denotative function (of words such as 'jar') is wath 
regard to a jar etc. as connected with certain acts, one 
ai'.ould afterwards discard this notion (of connection 
witii acts) for the sake of simplicity. Hence, when 

* Ti.',- v;s.v.- of the Pnibhukara school of Mlnjimsakas. 
fi.:.'! -..jth ei'.vrie.'ice ihe hoy finds out the true denotative 
lLia:i; -n of the v/erd * jar.' 
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function ; for it is cumbrous to assume multiple denota- 
tive function. In words like hari,^ however, since there 
is no decisive reasoning one way or the other, we have 
to assume multiple denotative function. Siimlarly from 
paraphrase also we apprehend denotative fimction. 
Paraphrase is a statement of the meaning of a word 
through a synonym. For instance, the sentence, 'There 
is a jar,' is paraphrased by the sentence, 'There is a 
pitcher ' : hence the word 'jar' is known to denote a 
pitcher. Similarly the word 'cooks' is paraphrased by 
the words ‘does the cooking’; from this we conclude 
that the verbal suffix there denotes effort. Likewise 
from the contiguity of a well-known word also denota- 
tive function is apprehended. As, in a sentence like, 
‘A pika is singing sweetly in this mango tree,’ the 
denotative function of the word pika is apprehended 
to be with regard to a cuckoo. 

Regarding this some- say that denotative function 
is with regard to the generic attribute, and not to the 
individual, because in that case there would be in- 
constancy,’ and denotative function would be infinite 
in number.-* And since a generic attribute cannot be 
known apart from individuals, the latter also become 
known. This is wrong ; for without denotative function 
there can be no knowledge of individuals.® Nor is the 
individual known by implication ; for we know an 

* PoiiCiiiiig sivi-ral meanings. 

' The Mimaihsakas. 

Sir.ee tJiere is verbal comprehension of other individuals 
alfO li;- one with regard to which denotative function 

b .i'.iu:nvd. 

‘ According to the number of individuals in a class. 

' In verbal cemprehensioa. 
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thing denoted by the denotative function of the ^^ord. 
it only means cumbrousness for your view. Hence 
since the cognition of particular individuals 
of particular generic attributes and forms be 

explained (in your view), the denotative 
assumed for this purpose turns out ultimate y 
with regard to the individual possessed of a parbcuiar 
oeneric attribute and form.' 

O 


Varieties of Words Possessing 
Denotative Function 


What possesses denotative function is the wor . 
It is of four kinds. Sometimes it is denvabve 
(y'augika). sometimes conventional {rudha). sometimes 
derivatively conventional (yoga-rudha) and sometime 
both derivative and conventional {yaugika-rtidna).^ 
For instance, where only the meaning of the compo- 
nent part= of a word is understood, it is denvaUv , 
as words like pdcaka (cook). Where, irrespective o^ 
the denotative function of the component parts, it is 
understood only through its collective denotative func- 
tion. it is called conventional ; as, words like go (cow) 
or mandala (circle). Where, however, in the object 
denotv.d by the denotative function of the componen 
parts of a word there is also collective denotative func 
lion, it is derivatively conventional ; as, words i o 




lErric attribute co-.vhood, being of the class 
cannot be spontaneously known. So its cOon* 
-ccoanted for in sense other way. But if denota- 
is with regard to the individual, then tn- 
ute cov.hcod is unexpressed, and therefore i 
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such as trees and shrubs, as also a particular kind of 
sacrifice. 


Implication: Its Varieties 

rdd: I 

82. Implication is the relation with what is 
denoted by denotative function, where the inten- 
tion (of the speaker) is not (directly) compatible. 

Implication, etc — In sentences like, ‘There is a 
cowherd colony in the Ganges,’ a cowherd colony is 
not compatible, either as regards relation or as regards 
iiUention, with the primary meaning of the word 
Ganges,’ which is a stream. Where this is noticed, 
tnere the bank is understood by implication ; and this 
la a kind of relation to the primary meaning (of a 
\.ord). For instance, since the relation of the primary 
meaning, viz. a stream, is apprehended with the bank, 
^le atter is recalled ; this leads to verbal comprehen- 
sion. But if the incompatibility of relation be the 

^ sentence, ‘Admit 
.It- ‘S, there would be no implication; for there 
•a ^ notiimg incompatible in sticks being related to ad- 
ni.„3ion. Therefore, since the intention of the speaker, 

\ compatible with the admission of 

s.ic.o, the implication is with regard to persons carry- 
s.ic.-.s. Similarly in sentences like, ‘Protect the 
-ur ifom tile crows,’ the word ‘crows’ implies any 
c-i-..ture that would spoil the curd ; for the intention of 
spwUr.er ia about protecting the curd from all 
Bine wise in sentences like, ‘ The men with 


crv:aturt.5 
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Where, however, the primary meaning of a word 
is implied by an indirect relation, it is called double 
implication {laksita-laksand). As, for instance, in 
words like dvirepha (bee). The relation of the two r’s 
is apprehended with the word hhramara, and that of 
the latter with a bee ; hence it is a case of double impli- 
cation. But the word* that bears the implied meaning 
does not lead to (verbal) comprehension ,' it is some 
other term® that leads to the verbal comprehension of 
the implied meaning. For words® have been ascer- 
tained to have the power of generating verbal compre- 
hension of their primary meaning, as connected with 
the meaning of some other word'* by the relation of 
either denotative function or implication.® [This is the 
view of the old school. The new school, however, 
maintains that it® also is certainly a cause of (verbal) 
comprehension, and the apprehension of the meaning 


btt'.veen the two, neither the determinant of the state of 
being the thing implied nor that of the state of being the 
th:ng directly conveyed can be admitted as possessing impli- 
cation or denotative function, as the case may be. If the 
bank (of the Ganges) be the thing implied, it is known as 
pciscijed of Lankhood, which is the determinant of the state 
cf being the thing implied. For this it is not necessary to 
.admit a separate implication. Similarly, where the word 
'cow' signifies an individual cow, the latter is directly appre- 
hended as possessed of cowhood. Hence there is no necessity 
for admitting a separate denotative function with regard to 
cowhccd. 


* E. g. ' Ganges.' 

® ci * E. g. 'a cowherd colony.' 

* £. g. ' Ganges.' 

® The word ‘Ganges' itself means the bank of the Ganges. 
‘ The word that tears the implied meaning. 
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‘monkey’ implies the object climbed by the monkey, 
and the word ‘climbed’ indicates the intention. The 
same thing is to be understood elsewhere too. In the 
compound called Taipiintsa, however, the first word 
bears the implied meaning. For instance, in words 
like, rdja-purusa (a royal officer), the meaning of the 
word rdja/t (king) cannot be directly connected with 
that of the word pttrusa (person) ; for it is against the 
rule to conceive that two meanings of names^ other 
than particles® are connected by a relation of difference. 
Otherwise, even in the sentence, ' The king is a person,’ 
a similar® connection would have to be conceived. In 
sentences like, ‘ A cloth is not a jar,’ the meaning of 
‘not’ is directly^ connected with those of 'jar' and 
‘cloth’; hence the words ‘other than particles.' In 
phrases like ‘ a blue jar ’ the two meanings of names 
are connected by a relation of identity ; hence the 
words ‘ by a relation of difference.’ It cannot be 
urged that in words like rdja-purusa we must assume 
that there is recollection of an elided case-ending ; for 
even one who does not recollect the case-ending appre- 
hends the meaning from the words themselves. There- 
fore words like rdjan (king) imply something pertaining 
to a king, and that is connected by a relation of identity 
witli the meaning of the word piirnsa (person). 

In the compound called Dvandva, however, as in 
tile sentence, ' Cut the dhava> and catechu plants 
{dr.avit'hkadiraii),’ both these plants are apprehended 

1 WertLi other than verbs. 

- .Vll iuiJtclinablirs e.xcept the prefixes. 

- TfUi.t is. by a rolatiou o£ cUfierence. 

•* V. iti;cat tl-.e help o£ a case-ending. 

■' Toii;cr.to:ii or Ano^eissus Latijolia, 
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tended how in the sentence, ‘Sound the kettle-drum 
and drum,’ the aggregate can be connected (with 
sounding), ^ince it, being a kind of notion of addition, 
cannot be sounded ; for it can be connected in an 
indirect way.^ The same thing also holds good of 
words like ‘a group of five roots.' Others,® however, 
say that a word like ahi-nakttlam denotes a snake and 
a mongoose, and unity is connected with each ; and the 
name Samdhdra is applied only to the compound that 
is singular and neuter, as mentioned in the aphorism, 
'And Dvandva where there is an aggregation of the 
limbs of an animal, of musical instruments, (or of an 
army)'®: elsewhere the use of the singular number is 
wrong. In words* like -pitarau (parents) and iva- 
iiirait (father-in-law and mother-in-law), the word pitr 
implies the parents, and the word ivaiura the parents 
of one’s wife. Similarly in other cases also. In the 
word ghatah (jars) there is no implication; for it is 
possible for many jars to be apprehended through the 
generic attribute jarhood. 

In the case of the compound called Karina- 
dhdraya, however, in words like ' a blue lotus ' the 
thing denoted by the word 'blue' is a feature of the 
thing denoted by the word 'lotus,' by the relation of 
identity ; there is no implication there. Hence in the 
sentence, ' One should perform sacrifices for the 

1 That is, as abiding in the same substratum, the instru- 
Kt-nt. 

- The rif.v school o£ logicians. 

^ Puniiii II. iv, 2 . 

‘ Iiijlancci o£ what is called EkaScsa Dvandva. in which 
only one of the two or more words compounded remains. 
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The aiEANS OF Verbal Co3iIprehension 

II il 

ESTJTit-, 3 I 

3^ ggrTT ?ftRl3T |1 W 

83 (contd.)- 83 . The Imowledge of contiguity, 
consistency, expectancy and intention is the 
cause (of verbd comprehension). The juxta- 
position of words is called contiguity. The co- 
ordination of the meaning of a word with that of 
another is called consistency. 

The hio'JjUdge, etc . — ^The knowledge of contiguity, 
of consistency, of expectancy and of intention is the 
cause of verbal comprehension. Kow the meaning of 
the word 'contiguit}'’ is being stated: The juxta- 
position, etc. The apprehension, without an interval, 
of the meanings of two words, one of which must be 
connected with the other (to complete the sense), is a 
cause of verbal comprehension. Hence a string of 
words like, 'The hill, has eaten, fiery, Devadatta,'* 
does not lead to any verbal comprehension. In a 
scries of words like, ‘ Blue, jar, substance, cloth,' there 
is verbal comprehension owing to a mistaken notion of 
conriguity.= Even if a mistaken notion of contiguity 

* Fcr the sake of sense the order should be changed as 
foUo'.vs: ‘The hill, (is) fiery, Devadatta, has eaten.' 

“ The speaker meant: ‘ A blue cloth,' and ' A jar is a 
satitaacc,' But the listener construed the words in the order 
i:j which they were spoken and understood: 'A blue jar/ 
and ‘ .i. doth is a substance.* 
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with whatever^ else is required by sense, is consistent, 
and is contiguous.' So, they also say, the comprehen- 
sion of the meaning of sections of a sentence is followed 
by the comprehension of the meaning of the complete 
sentence, in the very same way, through the recollec- 
tion of the meaning of the words. This also refutes 
the (theory of the) transcendental word-essence {sphota) 
corresponding to whole words,® supposed to be mani- 
fested by all its component letter-sounds; for verbal 
comprehension can be explained just by the (auricular) 
perception of the last letter-sound, combined with the 
impressions of the other letter-sounds (of the word) — 
which (as the grammarians hold) manifests that 
{sphota).^ One thing, however, should be borne in 
mind: Where the word 'door' is uttered, verbal 
comprehension takes place from the apprehension of a 
svord such as ‘shut,* and not from the apprehension 
of its meaning, such as shutting‘; for the apprehension 
of particular meanings of words, which is generated by 
those words, is the cause of particular verbal compre- 


* Such as the fact of tlieir being objects of an action 
{Jurmatva). The word gjiafam (a jar, in tlic objective case) 
automatically conveys something more, viz. that it is the 
obi‘,ct of an action, viz. bringing, even before the word uuuyu 
(bring) ii spoken. 

- Upheld by the grammarians. Since the spoken letters 
are traiisreut, the grammarians, to explain how the meaning 
oi a word is grasped, assume the existence of the eternal 
.pijohr or word-essence, a metaphysical entity which is mani- 
iejitd by the uttered syllables and directly conveys the mean- 
::ig cf the word. 

^ bmce the :pho{a itself depends for its manifestation on 
lae .-.j.oken letters, it is superfluous, 

* .V, ti'.e Pribhakara school of llimarhsakas holds. 
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verbal comprehension also. It is also not tenable that 
there is delay in verbal comprehension owing to a 
delay in the apprehension of consistency. 

5icq^ fijsir i 

3iisFT|r; 3 atcq^’ ll H 

84. (A word has) expectancy (with regard 
to that) word without which it cannot- produce 
knowledge (of syntactical connection) ; while the 
desire of the speaker is called intention. 

E.xpectancy is being explained : A word has. etc. 
That is to say, a word has expectancy with regard to 
that word without which it cannot convey any idea of 
syntactical connection. Substzmtives in any of the 
cases do not lead to a sense of connection without a 
verb ; hence they have expectancy with regard to the 
latter. Although, strictly speaking, the juxtaposition 
of substantives and verbs is satisfied by contiguity, yet 
the notion of expectancy about the objective case- 
ending after the word ghata (jar), is a cause of the 
apprehension of the jar cis an object of some verb (e. g. 
bring). Hence no verbal comprehension takes place 
from a string of words like, ‘Jar, objecthood, bring- 
ing, effort.’ In an utterance like, 'Here comes the 
son {puirah) of the king {rajhah ) ; remove the man 
p:iruiah),‘ since there is apprehension of the intention 
that the word rdjan (king) is to be connected with the 
word p:tira (son), its connection is understood to be 
with that alone. But if the intention were so appre- 
htnded that it was to be connected with the word 
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regard to words uttered by a parrot, apprehension of 
the divine intention is a cause. Where, however, a 
sentence uttered by a parrot does not give a meaning 
consonant (with fact), apprehension of the intention of 
the trainer is the cause. Others, however, hold that 
with regard to words having multiple meanings and so 
on, it is only occasionally that apprehension of the 
speaker’s intention is a cause (of verbal comprehen- 
sion). Thus, with regard to words uttered by a parrot, 
verbal comprehension takes place even without an 
apprehension of the intention. As regards the Vedas, 
however, the meaning is ascertained by means of argu- 
ments guided by principles of interpretation that are 
without beginning. 
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of any conclusive reasoning (in favour of previous 
experience), (previous) knowledge also may be the 
cause ; for when the causality of a thing in respect of 
a particular attribute^ is not known to have an excep- 
tion, = causality in respect of a general attribute® is a 
superfluity. How else is a staff not held to be the 
cause (of a jar) through its circular motion, in respect 
of being a substance?"* It cannot be urged that the 
doubt that intermediate recollections® destroy the 
impressions, leads to a doubt about inconstancy®; for 
rather than assume an infinite number of impressions 
and their destruction, it is simpler to assume that the 
final recollection alone destroys the impressions, and 
this removes the doubt about inconstancy. This is 
how recollection takes place. 


^ E, g. the fact of beiag experit-ace. 

- Because recollection is never known to take place with- 
out cxpcritnce. 

^ Ike fact of Leing knowledge. 

* The -tail is a cause as a staff, not as a substance. 

- Bef-verca the first and the last recollection. 

* That die cause may not fce experience as experience. 
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And since the absence of connection is not possible if 
that something, viz. the mind, is omnipresent, it is 
not omnipresent. It cannot be urged that the delay in 
knowledge is due only to the delayed appearance of 
the stimulus, viz. a particular merit or demerit ; for in 
that case the eye and other organs too need not be 
assumed. Nor can it be questioned how, in acts like 
the eating of a ‘long cake’ {dlrgha-iaskuU), as also in 
the case of persons attending to various things at the 
same time, there can be simultaneous knowledge 
through many organs ; for the various forms of knowl- 
edge arise, as the mind, being atomic, quickly connects 
itself with many organs. The notion of simultaneity is 
an error, as in the case of piercing a hundred lotus 
leaves, for instance. It cannot also be urged that since 
the mind is possessed of expansion and contraction, 
both^ may be e-xplained ,* for it is cumbrous to assume 
multiple parts (of the mind), their destruction and so 
on, and simpler to assume that the mind is atomic and 
without any parts. This is the long and short of the 
matter. The category of substance has been explained. 


* Si.T.uItani:ity and its opposite. 
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substancehood, since ether etc.^ do not possess sub- 
stance or action.- And since the state of bemg sub- 
stancehood {dravytvatva), the state of being a generic 
attribute, and so on, are not generic attributes, they 
are e.\cluded. 

Without qualities, etc . — ^Although the state of 
being without qualities applies to actions etc.® also, yet 
it must be understood (that qualityhood consists in) 
possessing generic attributes, being other than actions 
and having no qualities. Generic attributes etc. do 
not possess generic attributes, actions are not other 
than actions, and substances are not without qualities; 
hence the definition does not unduly extend to them. 
Without actions is a statement of fact, not a definition ; 
for then it would wrongly extend to ether etc. 


Their Various Groupings 

^ 'ch: ii ^ il 

lift suit i 

^ qfentf^T: | 

jjDir jicTt: ii 11 

* Refers to space, time and the soul. 

- fnat is, by the relation of inherence. 

“ Refers to generic attributes and the rest. 

* There is a different reading: Dravalvam sneha-vegdSca 
niuriu-guKu ami. In this the word ‘ weight ' is to be 

aupph'.-d from the particle ca (and). 
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Abide, etc Conjunction, disjunction, duality, etc. 

abide in two things. Trinity, quatemity, etc. abide in 
three things, four things, etc. This is the idea. 
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90-94. All other qualities except these are 
considered to abide in a single individual. The 
group of six beginning with knowledge, (the four) 
ending with touch, oiliness, natural liquidityi 
merit and demerit, tendency and sound — these 
are special qualities. (Qualities) beginning with 
number and ending with nearness, artificial 
liquidity, weight and impulse — these are de- 
scribed to be general qualities. (Qualities) begin- 
ning with number and ending with nearness, 
liquidity and oiliness — these are perceptible to 
two organs. While (the four) ending with touch, 
as also sound, are perceptible to a single external 
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presently. Knowledge etc., however, are not of that 
kind, since the soul etc. are without a cause. 

It n 

3 ^jifsn: 11 11 

95-96. (The four) ending with touch that are 
not produced by the action of fire, liquidity of 
that kind, oiliness, impulse, weight, separateness 
of one thing (from others), dimension, and elasti- 
city — these are produced by the qualities of their 
causes. Conjunction, disjunction and impulse — 
these, however, are produced by action. 

Not produced, etc. — Colour etc. that are produced 
by the action of fire {pdka) are not produced in accord- 
ance with the qualities of their causes ; hence the 
qualification, not produced by the action of fire. Of 
that kind, i, e. not produced by the action of fire. 
Unity also should be understood as belonging to this 
group.* 

Conjunction, etc Although the fact of being 

produced by action is not a common feature,® since it 
wrongly extends to jars etc, and does not extend, as it 

* That is, produced by the qualities of its cause. Not so 
duality etc., which are due to the notion of addition (apeltfS’ 
L'jdJki). 

- Of ccnjuaction, disjunction and impulse. 
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substances, as also the two beginning with con- 
junction, are of sectional extensity. 

The four, etc. — ^Here touch should be regarded as 
other than hot. Since the suf&x tva in eka-prthaktva 
(separateness of one thing) must be joined to each term 
(of the compound), the word should be taken to mean 
both unity and separateness, and the word 'separate- 
ness ’ to mean separateness of one thing (from others). 
Have non-inherence: The colour, taste, smell and 
touch of a jar etc. spring from those of its two halves. 
Similarly the dimension etc. of the two halves of a jar 
are the non-inherent cause of the dimension etc. of the 
jar. Sound also is the non-inherent cause of a second 
sound.* The same® should be imderstood with regard 
to elasticity as also separateness of one thing (from 
others). 

The fact of being an auxiliary cause — That is to 
say, because knowledge etc. are the auxiliary cause® of 
desire and so forth. 

Both kinds of causality — non-inherent and auxil- 
iary. For instance, warm touch (of the parts) is the 
non-inherent cause of warm touch (of the whole), and 
the auxiliary cause of (the touch) that is produced by 
the action of fire. Weight (of the parts) is the non- 
inherent cause of weight (of the whole) and (the first) 

^ Sound is a quality, the inherent cause of which is ether. 
Ti'.s first sound inhering in ether produces the second sound, 
and is therefore the non-inherent cause of the latter. 

2 That is, the elasticity and separateness of one thing 
(frcni another) belonging to the pair of halves of a jar are 
the non-iariereat cause of thOiO of the jar, and so on. 

* Nat aoa-inherent cause. See footnote 2 on p. 25. 
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Reply : The word rupa may not actually be used, 
yet a particular generic attribute common to blue, 
5’ellow and other colours is indeed a fact of experience. 
Although the word fiipa may not actually be used, yet 
we certainly have such perceptions as 'blue colour’ or 
'yellow colour,’ in which the (synonymous) word varna 
specifically occurs. Similarly generic attnbutes such 
as blue-colourhood (liilatva) are also facts of perception. 
It cannot be urged that blue and other colours are 
each a single individual, and hence, on account of abid- 
ing in a single individual, blue-colourhood and so on 
cannot be generic attributes. Because we have the 
perception that blue colour has been destroyed, red 
colour has been produced, and so on ; hence, being 
subject to origin and destruction, blue colour etc. are 
manifold. Otherwise when one blue colour is destroy- 
ed, the world would altogether be devoid of blue colour. 
Nor can it be urged that the above perception is 
concerning the origin and destruction of only the 
inherence of blue and red colours ; for the perception 
does not specifically mention inherence. Neither can it 
be contended that the (admission of) oneness is due to 
tlie perception that it is that same blue colour, and to 
considerations of simplicity. Because the perception in 
question has for its object something of the same class, 
as is the case with the statement, 'It is that same 
Curjarl (tune)'; and the question of simplicity is nulli- 
fied by perception.^ Otherwise jars etc. would also 
become one, and the notion of their origin and dcstruc- 


* OI the multiplicity of individuals. 
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aggregate a distinct colour called composite. Hence 
nlcn we have the experience, 'A composite colour.’ 
For it would be cumbrous to assume many colours (in 
its stead). ^ Thus, since blue colour, for instance, may 
be supposed to obstruct the production of yellow or 
any other colour in the aggregate, neither yellow nor 
any other colour is produced. 

By this touch also is explained.® Taste etc. also 
do not cover only a part of a body ; but there is 
no harm even if there is no taste in an aggregate made 
up of parts possessing tastes of different kinds. There 
the tongue perceives the taste of the parts only , and 
since the tongue etc. have not the power of perceiving 
substances, there is no harm even if the aggregate is 
without any taste. The new school, however, says. 
In the aggregate there is a variety of colours covering 
only a part of it ; for it is cumbrous to assume 
that blue colour, for instance, obstructs yellow or any 
other colour. This is also the explanation of a scrip- 
tural text like the following; ‘That is called a liila- 
vrsa (blue bull) which has a grey mouth and tail, 
white hoofs and horns and is (otherwise) red in 
colour.’® It cannot be urged that there is contradic- 
tion between two individuals possessed of generic attri- 
butes, each covering an entire body as well as only 

* One may contend that since blue and other colours 
forming the parts produce an aggregate, the latter also must 
have tho.-.e different colours. This is refuted as above. 

- That is. for the above reasons composite touch is also 
to be admitted. 

- Lufhu-Suitfthci-Smrti ii ; (with a slight variation) 
Pudm^-Puruna, Uttara-khanda, xxxii. 23 and 

Suirti. 
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102. It is auxiliary to the tongue. Its eter- 
nity etc. are as above. Smell is perceived by tlie 

nose, and is an aid to it. 

Auxiliary, etc.—\. e. taste is the cause of palatal 
perception, above .* That is to say, taste is eternal 
in atoms of water, and every other taste is transitory. 

Smell is being described: Smell, etc. An aid — i. e. 
the cause of nasal perception. All smell is only transitory. 

103. It is stated to be of two kinds — ^fra- 
grance and stench. Touch is perceived by the 

skin, and is an aid to it. 

Touch is being described: Touch, etc. An at^ 
That is to say, touch is tbe cause of tactual perception. 

I 

[qqclll 

104. It is considered to be of three kinds, 
according to its division into cold, hot, and 
neither hot nor cold. Hardness etc. are in eartli 
alone. Its eternity etc. are as above. 

It is, etc — In earth and air the touch is neither 
hot nor cold, in water it is cold, in fire it is hot. Hardr 
ness, etc . — ^That is to say, hard as well as soft touch b 
in eartli alone. Hardness etc. are not generic attri- 
butes abiding in conjunction^; for in that case it would 
be perceptible to the eye. As above — That is to say» 
the touch of atoms of water, fire and air is eternal, 
while the rest is transitory. 

* iiat a particular form of touch only. 
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being set forth in terms of moments showing 

in how many moments, commencing from that of their 
destruction, a dyad etc. are recreated and attain a new 
colour etc. 

Now, if disjunction due to disjunction® is not 
admitted, the duration is nine moments. But if it is 
admitted, then disjunction must be held to produce 
disjunction only by depending on something. If it 
does that independently of anything, then it becomes 
an action. For 'Action is the independent cause of 
conjunction and disjunction’® — so runs the Vaisesika 
aphorism (I. i. 17). The word ‘independent’ means: 
independent of any positive entity that is produced 
after it. Otherwise an action also, to get a subsequent 
conjunction, must require the cessation of the previous 
conjunction — which would make the definition too 
narrow. Now, if the disjunction due to disjunction 
takes place immediately after the time associated with 
the destruction of the conjimction that produced the 
substance, then the process takes ten moments. If» 
however, the disjunction due to disjunction takes place 
immediately after the time associated with the destruc- 
tion of the substance, then the process takes eleven 
moments. 

* The smallest indivisible part of time. 

- The disjunction of the atom from ether, consequent on 
the disjunction of the two atoms constituting a dyad. See 
verse 120. Unless this is admitted, there can be no conjunc- 
tion of the atom with an object in space at a subsequent 
ir.omenr, and consequently the action in tlie atom cannot 

Ccri.ic* 

^ Whenever an action takes place, there is automatically 
cither conjunction or disjunction. 
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Reply: No, because the destruction of the pre- 
vious colour etc. is also a cause^ in the production of 
another colour. 

This is the process lasting for nine moments. Now 
about that lasting for ten moments. That would be if 
the disjunction due to disjunction takes place imme- 
diately after the time associated with the destruction 
of the conjunction that produced the substance. For 
instance, through the conjunction of fire there is action 
in the atom that goes to make up the dyad ; then there 
is disjunction ; next there is the destruction of the con- 
junction that produced the substance ; (i) this is 
followed by the destruction of the dyad and the dis- 
junction due to disjunction. (2) Then comes the 
destruction of the dark colour- and of the previous 
(non-productive) conjunction.® (3) This is followed by 
the origination of red colour and the conjunction with 
the neighbouring point of space. (4) Then there is 
the destruction of the action in the atom that was 
produced by the contact of fire. (5) Next comes action 
conducive to the production of the (new) substance, 
owing to the conjunction of a souF possessed of merits 
and demerits. (6) Then there is disjunction.® (7) Then 
comes the destruction of the previous conjunction. 
(8) This is followed by the conjunction that would 
produce the dyad. (9) Then there is the origination of 
the dyad. (10) Then comes the origination of red 
colour. 

‘ Ileuce it must precede the latter. 

- Of the atom. 

® Of the atom and ether. 

‘ Viz. tlie potter or the person for whom the jar is made. 

- Of the atom from tlje point of space occupied by it. 
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fire does not last so long.^ Moreover, if the destroying 
agency is also the originating agency, then after the 
(conjunction of) fire is destroyed with the colour etc,, 
the atom will ever remain colourless.® And if the 
originating agency is also the destroying agency, then 
after the fire is destroyed with the origination of the 
red colour, the atom can never be redder.® 

If, on the other hand, we conceive action to take 
place in the other atom also, then qualities originate 
even beginning with the fifth moment. For instance, 
action takes place in one of the atoms ; then there is 
disjunction ; this is followed by the destruction of the 
conjimction that produced the dyad and by (product- 
ive) action in the other atom; (i) then comes the 
destruction of the dyad, as also the disjunction due to 
action in the other atom — ^this is one moment. 

(2) Then there is the destruction of the dark or any 
other colour, as also of the previous conjunction owing 
to the above disjimction — this is another moment. 

(3) Then there is the origination of red colour as also 
the conjunction that produces the (new) substance — 
iliis is the third moment. (4) Next there is the origina- 

* The conjunction of fire that destroys the dyad is also 
destroyed with it. It does not last till the moment preced- 
ing the origination of red colour, and hence cannot be its 
cause. 

- Since the final conjunction of fire, coming at the end 
of a Series of destructions and originations of colours, must 
alio destroy the final colour, and since it is itself destroyed, 
there is no other agency to originate another colour. 

® The cause in this case is the conjunction of fire, and 
the eiFwct just a coloured atom of earth. So the cause being 
the iaste, the effects cannot be different, but as a matter of 
fact, atoms of vermilion are much redder than others. 
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comes the orig^ation of red colour. This is the 
process lasting for seven moments. 

Likewise, if we conceive action to take place in the 
other atom simultaneously with the origination of red 
colour, the process takes eight moments. For instance, 
there is action in the atom ; then disjunction from the 
other atom ; next, the destruction of the conjunction 
that produced the dyad ; (i) then the destruction of 
the dyad, (a) Then there is the destruction of the 
dark colour. (3) Next comes the origination of red 
colour as also action in the other atom. (4) Then there 
is the disjunction due to action in the other atom. 
(5) Then comes the destruction of the previous con- 
junction in the other atom. (6) This is followed by 
conjunction with the other atom. {7) Then there is 
the origination of the dyad. (8) Next comes the 
origination of red colour. This is the process lasting 
for eight moments. 

Nuiiber, Dimension and Separateness 

»T 3 Rl'> 4 ' 4 iiK 3^: 11 11 

106. In the logicians' system, however, it 
(change through the action of fire) is also ad- 
mitted in dyads etc. The cause of the conven- 
tion of counting is called number. 

In the logicians" system, etc . — ^According to the 
logicians, change through the action of fire takes place 
fcvc-n in aggregates such as the dyad. Their idea i 5 
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loS. They are said collectively to extend 
over many substratums. Their destruction has 
been decided to take place from that of the 
notion of addition. 

They are. etc . — ^Although the inherence of duality 
etc. is even in each jar and so on, yet owing to the 
absence of any notion that one is two, and because of 
the existence of the notion that one is not two, a partic- 
ular relation of duality etc. called collective extensity 
(parydpti), abiding in many substances, is assumed. 
Their destruction, etc . — ^First there is the notion of 
addition ; then there is the origination of duality ; ne.xt 
comes tlie perception of the characteristic trait 
(visesana) of duality, that is, the indeterminate per- 
ception of dualityhood ^ ; this is followed by the per- 
ception of what® is possessed of dualityhood, as also the 
destruction of the notion of addition ; then there is the 
destruction of duality. Although knowledge lasts only 
for two moments— because the perceptible special 
qualities of the omnipresent substances* are destroyed 
by the qualities that succeed them — ^yet the notion of 
addition is assumed to last for three moments. Other- 
wise at the time of indeterminate perception, after the 
notion of addition has been destroyed, duality itself 

* Aj '.vtll as duality. This is a vague sort of knowledge, 
in which the object, its characteristic trait and the relation 
Letv.cen tlie two arc not well-defined. See verse 136. 

- Tliat is, duality. 

® The icul and ether. 
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and so on. One thing should he understood in this 
connection. Where the notion of unity is concerning 
an indefinite number of objects, there a number con- 
veying multiplicity, which is different from those con- 
veying triplicity etc., is produced, as in the case of an 
army, a forest, etc. This is the view of the author^ of 
the Nyaya-kandaU? Udayana, however, holds that 
multiplicity is nothing but triplicity etc. So the generic 
attribute multiplicityhood, which includes triplicity- 
hood etc., is not an additional entity. In the case o 
an army, a forest and so on, although triplicity etc. 
are produced, these are not comprehended on account 
of some defect.^ Hence the notion, ‘ This army is more 
numerous than that,’ is consistent. But they wou 
not be consistent if multiplicity conveyed a different 
number, because it would not admit of any comparison. 
This should be borne in mind. 

Dimension is being described: Dimension, etc. 
That is to say, dimension is the extraordinary cause o 
the convention of measurement. 

3t3 ^ Ifei* I 

siRcit II 

no. Its varieties are said to be-^minute, 
medium (inahat), long and short. It is transi- 
tory in transitory things, and is described as 
eternal in eternal things. 


^ Sridharaciirya. 

- .\ commentary on the Vaiiesika^Sulrds. 

^ Vir. the absence of the definitive notion of nia 
unities. 
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112-113. The dimension of a jar etc. is said 
to be that due to dimension. Accumulation is 
that conjunction which is designated as loose. 
This causes the dimension of cotton etc. The 
destruction (of dimension) is due to that of its 
substratum. Separateness is the cause^ of the 
notion of a thing being separate. (It is) ana- 
logous to number. 

The dimension due to dimension is being exempli- 
fied: The dimension, etc. The dimension of a jar 
etc. is caused by that of its two halves, and so on. To 
illustrate the dimension due to accumulation, the text 
goes on to define accumulation: Accumulation, etc. 
And dimension is destroyed just after its substratum is 
destroyed. This is being stated: The destruction, 
etc. That is to say, of dimension itself. It cannot be 
asked, how can only the destruction of the aggregate 
lead to the destruction of its dimension, since it is a well- 
known fact of perception that even while the aggregate 
lasts, the loss or accession of three, four or more atoms 
produces a new dimension, although the aggregate may 
still be recognised as being the same? Because a 
dyad must be held to be destroyed when it loses an 
atom; and when it is destroyed, the triad also is 
destroyed. In this order the destruction of the final 
aggregate is inevitable. And when there is a destroy- 
ing agency, it is impossible to refute destruction merely 
by a denial. When there is an accession of parts in 
the body etc., the non-inherent cause (conjunction) is 
inevitably destroyed, and hence also the aggregate. 

It cannot be urged that even without the destruc 
tion of a cloth, for instance, there would be an increase 
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the separateness of one thing (from others). The 
separateness of two things, and so on, (from others) is 
analogous to duality etc.^ 

I I , I, ^ c rs. V . 

^ fe^OTT \\ 11 

114. Its purpose is not considered to be 
served by mutual non-existence; for the notion, 
‘ It is separate from this,' is distinct from the 
notion, ‘It is not this.' 

Objection : In sentences like, ‘ It is separate from 
this,’ we find a case of mutual non-existence. So why 
is separateness admitted as a distinct quality? It can- 
not be urged that there may well be separateness, but 
not mutual non-existence ; for then there would be 
no such notion as, ‘A jar is not colour.’ In colour 
there is certainly no other quality® called separateness 
from a jar, nor is there in a jar any separateness from 
a jar,® in which case an indirect relation might be 
assumed. 

This is being answered: For the notion, etc. 

Objection; It is only a difference in words, but 
not in sense. 

Reply : Not so ; for unless there was a difference 
in sense, there would be an ablative case-ending in the 
sentence, ‘ A cloth is not a jar,' as in the sentence, ' It 
is separate from a jar.’ Therefore the sense that 
requires an ablative case-ending is different from the 

* Sfce verse 108. 

- Because a quality cannot have any other quality. 

® It cannot he separate from itself. 
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117-118. The encounter of two rams is said 
to be of the second kind. The conjunction of a 
jar and a tree owing to the conjunction of one- 
half of the jar and the tree is of the third kind. 
Conjunction due to action also is described as 
being twofold; Impact and contact. Of these 
the first is the cause of sound. 

Encounter — i. e. conjunction. Second — i. e. due 
to action in both things. Is of the third kind — ^i. e. 
conjunction due to conjunction. This is to be con- 
strued with the preceding verse. The first — ^i. e. im- 
pact. 







: II lU » 


119. The second is not the cause of sound. 
Disjunction also may be of three kinds. The 
first arises from action in one thing; the second 
from action in two things. 

The second — i. e. the conjimction called contact. 


Disjunction, which is the extraordinary cause of 
the notion that a thing is disjoined (from another), 
is being described; Disjunction, etc. Action in one 
thing, etc . — ^Their illustrations, we must understand, 
are the disjunction of the falcon from a hill, and so on, 
analogously to those of conjunction.* 


ii \?p n 

* Stc the second half of verse ii6 and the first half of 
vcrie I 17. 
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disjunction which is opposed to non-productive con- 
junction, then it will not cause that disjunction which 
is opposed to productive conjunction. It cannot be 
asked why the disjunction occurring in the cause does 
not also produce its disjunction from another point of 
space, before the substance is destroyed ; for it is 
impossible for the part^ that possesses that disjunction 
which is opposed to productive conjunction, to pro- 
duce disjunction from another object in space while 
the substance exists. 

The second* kind of disjunction is this: Where 
action in the hands produces disjunction of the hand 
from a tree, and this leads to a notion that the body 
also has been disjoined, there the action in the hand is 
not the cause of the disjunction of the body from the 
tree ; for that action has a different substratum.® In the 
body there is no action at all ; for action in an aggre- 
gate depends on action in all its parts taken together. 
Hence there the disjunction® between the cause and 
what is not the cause produces the disjunction between 
the effect® and what® is not the effect. Therefore dis- 
junction is an e.xtra quality. Otherwise there would 
be no notion with regard to the body that it has been 


^ Viz. one of the two halves of the jar. 

s Viz. disjunction due to that between its cause and what 
is not so. 

* V^iz. the hand, while the disjunction in question abides 
in the body and the tree. 

* The disjunction between the body and the tree is due 
to that between the hand and the tree. Here the hand is 
the cau;e. and tiie tree is not- 

s The body, 

* The tree. 
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Pataliputra (Patna) than Kashi (Benares), and Prayaga 
is nearer to Pataliputra than Kuruksetra. 



sisr il ii 

123-124. Their non-inherent (cause) is the 
conjunction of space with their substratum/ 
(Temporal) distance arises from a notion of pre- 
ponderance of the sun's movement; while 
(temporal) nearness arises from a notion of its 
meagreness. Here the non-inherent (cause) is 
the conjunction of time with a (limited) substance. 

Their — ^i, e. of spatial distance and nearness, lion- 
inherent — is non-inherent cause. Their substratum — 
the substratum of spatial distance and nearness. Dis- 
tance, etc . — Here distance and nearness should be 
understood as temporal. That is older, with regard to 
which the sun’s movement is more, and that is younger, 
with regard to which it is less. Temporal distance and 
nearness abide only in substances that are produced. 
Here — ^With regard to temporal distance and nearness. 

125. Their destruction is described as result- 
ing from that of the notion of addition. 

Their — of temporal and spatial distance and near- 
ness. 

^ Sonic limited substance, which is their inherent cause. 
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siRfr q^<rara%: i 

»i^ s gq ^qr ^TTf irqjrf^ ii w 

128. Of the first kind is one's identification 
with the body etc., or one's notion of yellowness 
in a conch etc., which are of the nature of a 
certitude. Now doubt is being exemplified. 

Of the first kind — i. e. an illusion. The settled 
notion of identity with regard to the body etc., as, 

' I am fair,' as also the settled notion with regard to a 
conch etc., as, ‘A conch is yellow,’ is an error. 

fqjfeRTTt €rr 1 

cfqvnqniqjrtT •^^cfcJRnu 5 ii ii 

129. Doubt is a notion like, ‘ Is it a man, or 
the stump of a tree?' Certitude^ is the knowl- 
edge of a thing as possessed of an attribute with- 
out reference to its absence. 

Doubt, etc . — Ts it' etc. signifies deliberation. The 
definition of certitude is being stated; Certitude, etc. 
Certitude is that knowledge of a thing’s possessing 
attributes, in which the absence of these attributes is 
not felt as a feature. 

HnqRorr^’emFT gw 11 ii 

130. Doubt is the notion of the presence and 
absence (of some attribute) with regard to 
same subject. Its cause is the knowledge of 


' Rtfftrs to error as well as to valid knowledge. 
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131. Defects are the cause of invalid knowl- 
edge, and merits that of valid knowledge. 
Defects are said to be of various kinds, viz. (an 
excess of) bile, distance, and so forth. 

Defects, etc . — ^VVith regard to invalid knowledge 
defects are the cause, and with regard to valid knowl- 
edge merits are the cause. There too defects such as 
(an excess of) bile are not identical in all cases. That 
they are causes is established by the method of agree- 
ment and difference, while the fact of merits leading to 
valid knowledge is established through inference. For 
instance, valid knowledge is produced by causes other 
than the general causes of knowledge, since it is a 
knowledge that is produced, as is the case with invalid 
knowledge. It cannot be urged that the absence of 
defects alone should be the cause ; for in that case, 
when there is the knowledge that a conch is yellow, 
there would not be any valid knowledge regarding the 
conch (even),‘ owing to the presence of a defect, viz, 
(an e.xcess of) bile. And in the absence of any con- 
clusive reasoning on either side, it is proper that merits 
should be the cause, rather than the absence of an 
infinite number of defects. Nor can it be urged that 
even when merits are present, there is no knowledge 
of whiteness in the conch owing to obstruction through 
(excessive) bile ; hence the absence of defects such as 
(an excess of) bile must be held to be the cause.® So 


* While as a matter of fact there is valid knowledge. 

* The absence of obstacles is a cause of effects in general. 
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134. In verbal comprehension the merit is 
the valid knowledge of either consistency or 
intention. Here knowledge other than error is 
called valid knowledge. 

Now it may be asked, what are the merits? So 
the merits with regard to perception etc. are being 
pointed out m order: In perception, etc. In percep- 
tion the merit is the connection (of the organs) with 
objects possessing true (not fictitious) attributes. In 
inference the merit is the knowledge of the presence, 
in what has the thing to be inferred (the subject), of 
the concomitant of the thing to be inferred. Similarly 
we must understand with regard to what follow. Valid 
knowledge is being described: Here knowledge, etc. 

ciaiJirj sr m n n 

135-136. Or valid knowledge is the knowl- 
edge that has reference to a substantive possessed 
of a particular attribute which is also a feature 
(prakdra) in that knowledge. Indeterminate 
Imowledge is neither valid knowledge nor error. 
For it is devoid of reference to an adjectival 
feature^ etc. and does not concern itself with 
relations. 

It may be objected : Where with regard to a nacre 
and a piece of silver there arises the knowledge, ‘ These 
two are silver,’ there, even with regard to the portion 

1 Prakdratd, lit. fcaturebood, is not something over and 
above the feature. The 'etc.' refers to the substantive ele- 
ment of knowledge. 
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Reply: No; for the knowledge of conjunction 
with something^ which has that absence of conjunction 
of a monkey which is not co-existent with its counter- 
positive, is an error. It cannot be urged that the 
knowledge of conjunction (of a monkey) with that part 
of a tree where there is no conjunction of the monkey, 
would not be an error, since the absence of conjunction 
there is co-existent with its counterpositive ; for the 
knowledge of conjunction with that part where there 
is no conjunction is an error. Even if, owing to the 
lack of uniformity in the things to be defined, the 
definition too is not uniform, there is no harm.® 

^ E. g. quality. 

® An objection is raised that the definition of invalid 
knowledge which is modified in three different cases, is not 
uniform, but uniformity of definition is always desirable. 
The Naiyayika replies to the objection as follows: The lack 
of uniformity in the definition is due to a corresponding lack 
of uniformity in the different varieties of invalid knowledge, 
and as such does not indicate an incapacity on our part. The 
first definition of invalid knowledge as knowledge of an attri- 
bute in a substratum where it is absent, holds good in all cases 
except that of conjunction, which is invariably concomitant 
with its absence. The second definition is thus put forward, 
viz. that the knowledge of the absence of conjunction in a 
place where such absence of conjunction is not co-existent 
with its presence, is invalid. But we can conceive of another 
situation. In a substratum where there is actual conjunction 
together with its absence, but necessarily in different parts, 
the knowledge of conjunction in the part which is actually 
devoid of it would not be a case of invalid knowledge, as the 
absence of conjunction here is co-existent w’ith its presence, 
and so falls outside the scope of the definition. But this is 
clearly a case of invalid knowledge, and to cover such cases, 
a new definition is put forward, viz. that the knowledge of 
conjuncrica in respect of a part wherein the conjunction is 
aoseat, is also invalid. 
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then, in the absence of a knowledge of the substantive, 
how can there be a doubt? Therefore the validity of 
knowledge is to be inferred. For instance, ‘This knowl- 
edge is valid knowledge, because it leads to a success- 
ful inclination ; that which is not of this kind^ is not 
such,= as for example invalid knowledge.’ ‘ This 
knowledge, in which earthhood is a feature, is valid 
knowledge, because it is a knowledge, about something 
possessed of smeU, in which earthhood is a feature.’ 
Similarly, ‘This knowledge, in which waterhood is a 
feature, is valid knowledge, because it is a knowledge, 
about something possessed of oiliness, in which water- 
hood is a feature.’ It cannot be questioned how the 
knowledge of the reason takes place, because the fact® 
of its having earthhood as its feature is self-evident. 
Here,* through the perception of smell it is easy to 
perceive also the fact of its having for its substantive 
something that has the smell. But® the fact of its 
having for its substantive something® that is possessed 
of particular attributes,^ which fact is determined by 
the fact of the knowledge having them as a feature, is 
not perceived, in order to mzike room for (the possibility 
of) doubt. 

Obiection (by the Teacher): Since all knowledge 

‘ That is, not valid knowledge. 

- Does not Itad to a successful inclination. 

® Only this, but not the fact of its having a particular 
object. 

* Where the knowledge is of something possessed of smell, 
and has earthhccd as its feature. 

- Each of the b-vo facts is perceived singly, but not jointly. 

* Viz. earth. 

* E. g. earthhood. 
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jiidna) is considered to be the cause of all inclination. 
Thus there is no harm even in assuming super- 
normal connection^ through knowledge in conformity 
with the notion of the tin being possessed of silver- 
hood; for cumbrousness that leads to a result is 
not a defect. Moreover, where with regard to tin and 
silver there has arisen the notion that both these 
are silver or tin, there is no obliteration of the cause® 
either. Further, where with regard to tin and silver 
there arises the notion that these are silver and tin 
respectively, there simultaneously one would have 
inclination and disinclination. For if tin is perceived 
to be different from tin, and silver different from 
silver, it would be knowing one thing for another — a 
thing you dread ; so, to avoid it, you would say that 
owing merely to a defect, there is the non-perception 
of difference from silver with regard to tin,® and the 
non-perception of difference from tin with regard to 
silver,* Besides, if the non-perception of difference® 
be the cause of inference, then, when with regard to a 
lake there is the non-perception of difference from what 
is possessed of smoke, &e concomitant of fire, the 
inference® would be unimpeded. If, on the other hand, 

* The previous knowledge of silver serves as the connec- 
tion to bring about the erroneous perception of silver in the 
tin. 

- The non-perception of their difference. 

® This will lead to inclination. 

* This will lead to disinclination. 

^ From what is possessed of the concomitant. 

* Of fire in the lake, which is clearly a wrong inference. 
Hence knowing one thing as another must be admitted. 
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hension of co-existence are the cause of the apprehen- 
sion of invariable concomitance. That is to say, since 
the apprehension of inconstancy is an obstacle to the 
apprehension of invariable concomitance, the absence 
of it is the cause of the latter. Similarly, by the 
method of agreement and difference, the apprehension 
of co-existence is also a cause. But repeated observa- 
tion is not a cause, since sometimes the apprehension 
of invariable concomitance takes place even from a 
single observation in case inconstancy does not suggest 
itself. Sometimes repeated observation is of assistance 
by removing doubts about inconstancy. Where, how- 
ever, doubts are not removed even by repeated obser- 
vation, there argument contradicting rival propositions 
is required. For instance, if there is a doubt that 
smoke may exist even where there is no fire, then 
it is removed by the knowledge of the causal relation 
subsisting behveen fire and smoke: If it be not 
possessed of fire, it would not be possessed of smoke, 
since an effect cannot be produced without a cause. 
If even then‘ there is a doubt that should there ever 
be an effect without a cause, it will take place just 
arbritrarily, then it is removed by means of a check: 
If indeed an effect takes place without a cause, tlwn, 
according to you, one ^vill not uniformly have recourse 
to fire for the sake of smoke, nor to eating for the sake 
of satisfaction. Where there is naturally no occasion 
for a doubt, there argument also is not required. This 
is expressed by the text : Sometimes argument removes 
a doubt. 

* Evea when the causal relation between fire and smoko 
is kno-.ra. 
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darkness is present in a jar etc. also. Similarly in the 
sentence, ‘Air is perceptible, because it is the sub- 
stratum of touch, which js perceptible,’ the fact of 
having manifested colour will not be a vicious condi- 
tion, since perceptibility is present in the soul etc., 
where colour is absent. Likewise in the sentence, 
‘ Destruction is perishable, because it is produced,' the 
state of being a positive entity will not be a vicious 
condition, since perishableness is present in previous 
non-existence also, where the fact of being a positive 
entity is absent. 

Reply : Not so *, for the intended meaning (of the 
term ‘vicious condition’) is that it must not be inclu- 
sive of a reason that has the same attribute as is 
possessed by the thing to be inferred that is included by 
the vicious condition. The fact of being due to eating 
spinach is inclusive of the darkness that is qualified by 
the fact of being the son of Mitra, but not of the reason 
that is qualified by it.^ Similarly the possession of 
manifested coloiu: is inclusive of the perceptibility that 
is qualified by the state of being an external substance 
— ^which® abides in the subject — ^but not of the reason 
that is qualified by the state of being an external sub- 
stance. Likewise in the sentence, ‘Destruction is 
perishable, because it is produced,' the state of being 
a positive entity is inclusive of the thing to be inferred 
that is qualified by the state of being produced. But 
a valid reason has no such attribute as can be inclusive 
of the thing to be inferred that is qualified by a partic- 

^ This is in the fair sons of Mitra. as well, where, how- 
ever, the £ict of being due to eating spinach is absent. 

- Itefcis to the state of being an eternal substance. 
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an inference of the absence of the thing to be inferred 
(ia the reason). For example, in a proposition Uke, 
‘(The hill) has smoke, because it has fire,’ we infer that 
the fire exists without smoke, because it exists without 
the conjunction of damp fuel, which is inclusive of the 
smoke, and that which exists without the inclusive 
entity {vydpaka) will necessarily exist without the con- 
comitant. Where, however, the vicious condition is 
inclusive of the thing to be inferred that is possessed of 
a particular attribute, there the absence of the vicious 
condition in something possessed of that particular 
attribute leads to an inference of the absence of the 
thing to be inferred. For instance, in a proposition 
like, ‘He is dark, because he is a son of Mitra,’ the 
fact of being a son of Mitra is present where darkness 
is not, because in some son of Mitra the state of being 
due to eating spinach is absent. But the state of being 
other than a subject (paksetaratva) that is not known 
to be associated with an incongruous reason,^ is not a 
vicious condition, because there is no evidence® to make 
known the fact of its being inclusive of the thing to be 
inferred, and also because it is self-destructive.® The 
state of being other than a subject, however, that is 
known to be associated with an incongruous reason, is 
certainly a vicious condition. For instance, in a pro- 
position like, ‘ Fire is not hot, because it is produced, 
since fire is known to be hot through perception, the 

^ The thing to be inferred from which is not in the sub- 
ject. 

- Because here the subject is not known to have the 
absence of the thing to be inferred, but it has not the 
diilerence from itself, which is the vicious condition. 

^ Because it ivould also apply to cases where the reason 
is valid. 
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Verbal Testimony and Comparison also 
Means of Valid Knowledge 

11 il 

5Rr !5T5^ft^«Rr: ii 

140 (contd.)-i4i. Verbal testimony and com- 
parison are not recognised as separate means of 
valid Imowledge, because their purpose is served 
by inference. This is the Vaisesika view. It is 
not correct ; for verbal comprehension and the 
like take place (even) without the knowledge of 
invariable concomitance. 

Verbal testimony, etc. According to the Vai§e- 
sikas, perception and inference are the means of valid 
knowledge, while verbal testimony and comparison are 
means of valid knowledge only as forms of inference. 
For example, secular words like, ‘ Drive the cow in 
with a stick,’ or Vedic words like, ‘(One) should per- 
form sacrifices,' are preceded by a valid knowledge of 
that connection among the recalled meanings of words, 
which is the subject-matter of the speaker’s intention, 
because they are a group of words possessing expect- 
ancy etc., analogous to a group of words like, ‘ Bring 
the jar.' Or these meanings of words are connected 
with one another, because they are recalled by words 
possessing consistency etc., analogously to words of that 
kind. In examples also, the thing to be inferred is 
established by another example. Thus, after perceiv- 
ing an individual gayal {gavaya), (one may infer that) 
the word gavaya is possessed of gavayahood, which is 
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142. Inference is of three kinds, including 
the purely affirmative form. Invariable con- 
comitance is of two kinds according to its division 
into affirmation and negation. 


'IcsnFira^ ll il 


143. Afl 5 rmative invariable concomitance has 
already been spoken of; that due to negation 
is here being dealt with: It is the inclusion of 
the absence of the thing to be inferred, by the 
negation of the reason. 


Inference, etc. Inference is of three kinds, accord- 
ing as it is purely affirmative, purely negative or both 
affirmative and negative. Of these, that which has no 
contrary instance (vipaksa) is purely affirmative — as 
in a proposition like, 'A jar is namable, because it is 
knowable.’ For there, since everything is namable, 
there is no contrary instance. That which has no 
similar instance (sapaksa) is purely negative — as in a 
proposition like, ' Earth is different from other things, 
because it has smell.' For there, since the difference 
from the thirteen^ entities beginning with water has not 
already been definitely known, a similar instance, or 
what definitely has the thing to be inferred, is wanting. 
That wnich has both similar and contrary instances is 
both affirmative and negative — as in a proposition like, 

^ The eight substances other than earth, and the remain- 
ing five categories. The number should be fourteen, but non- 
exLtence is left out of account here, as there is no unanimity 
with regard to its being a category. 
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existence of smell we apprehend the inclusion of other- 
ness (from something)^ by the relation of selfsameness, 
there the absence of the non-existence of smell leads 
to the inference of the absolute non-existence of the 
otherness. Where, however, we apprehend that the 
absence of smell includes the other® things by the 
relation of identity, there we infer the absence of the 
other things by the relation of identity. This is 
mutual non-existence.® Thus, where the invariable 
concomitance of fire is apprehended, by the relation of 
conjunction, in smoke, which also bears the relation of 
conjunction (to its substratums), there that non- 
existence of fire, the counterpositiveness of which is 
characterised by the relation of conjunction, leads to 
the inference of that non-existence of smoke, the 

^ For example : ‘ Water etc. have the absence of smell, 

because they have otherness from earth.' 

- As in the proposition, ‘ Water etc. have the absence of 
smell, because they have other things than earth by the rela- 
tion of identity/ i. e. because they are identical with those 
other things. 

- Like the determinant of the connterpositiveness, the 
counterpositive also is considered to be the absence of mutual 
non-existence. The mutual non-existence that has the form, 

' It is not a jar,' abides everywhere except in a jar. Hence 
its absence, i. e, absence of difference from a jar, abides only 
in a jar, as does jarhocd. So it is the same as jarhood. 
Similarly as a jar abides in itself by the relation of identity, 
it is also regarded as the absence of mutual non-existence (of 
a jar) by that relation. Hence jarhood and a jar in respect 
of the relation of identity both constitute the absence of 
diuereace from a jar. In the case cited above, in the 
example, ‘ Earth is different from other things, because it 
has smell,' the absence of this difference may be considered 
to be just otherness or other things. 
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144. In this system presumption is not at all 
recognised as a separate means of valid knowl- 
edge, because its purpose is served by the knowl- 
edge of negative invariable concomitance. 

In this, etc. — Some^ hold that presumption is a 
separate means of valid knowledge. For instance, 
where it is known from Astrology that Devadatta is to 
live a himdred years, and it is observed through per- 
ception that the living man is not at home, there, it 
being impossible for the man who is to live a hundred 
years not to be at home unless he is outside, it is con- 
cluded that he is outside. This is not accepted, since 
its purpose is served by inference. For instance, where 
aliveness is known to be a concomitant of one or the 
other of two alternatives, viz. being outside and being 
at home, there one of the two must be held to be true ; 
and existence at home being contradicted (by percep- 
tion), existence outside is presented by inference. 
Similarly, in a proposition like, 'Stout Devadatta does 
not eat at daytime,' since stoutness is known to be a 
concomitant of eating, eating is proved ; and since 
eating at daytime is contradicted, we conclude that he 
eats at night. Since the perception of non-existence 
is based on experience, non-perception also is not a 
separate means of knowledge.® Moreover, if non- 
perception is a cause (of knowledge) without itself 
being kno\vn, then it comes under perception, since it 
is (knowledge) not due to another knowledge ; while if 
it is a cause through itself being known, then it pre- 


^ The Mimaihsakas. 

s As the llimamsakas and Vedantins hold. 
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THE REjVIAINING QUALITIES 

Pleasure, Pain, Desire and Aversion 

^ 5 5itTcn^ wir 3irq^ i 

sr< 5 fe 2 T Wet, snlr^s n H 

145. Pleasure is what is covetable to the 
whole world. It is produced by merit. Pain is 
produced by demerit. It is repugnant to all 
sentient beings. 

Pleasure is being described: Pleasure, etc. What 
is covetable — ^the (direct) object of desire. Produced 
by merit : That is to say, between merit and pleasure 
there is the relation of cause and effect.^ 

Pain is being described: Pain. etc. That is to 
say, between demerit and pain there is the relation of 
cause and effect. Repugnant, etc . — That is, owing to 
the very knowledge of its being pain, it is an object of 
natural aversion to everybody. 

^ snqif I 

3 II 11 

146. The desire for painlessness and pleasure 
arises only from the knowledge of them, while 
there is desire for their means if there is the 
notion that they are means to what is desirable. 


^ The new school does not hold this view. 
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etc . — Hence there is no desire to do with regard to rain 
etc., because the notion of their feasibility through 
one's eSort is absent. 


II II 


148. The notion of a thing leading to what 
is extremely repugnant is an obstacle (to the 
desire to do). According to some, the notion of 
not being a source of tiiat^ is the cause (of the 
desire to do). 


The notion, etc . — The notion of a thing leading to 
what is extremely repugnant is an obstacle. Hence 
there is no desire to eat a food with which honey and 
poison are mixed. Others hold that strong aversion is 
the obstacle. According, etc . — That is to say, the 
notion of not being a source of what is extremely 
repugnant is the cause. 


149. The cause of aversion is the notion of 
producing something repugnant. 

Avemion is being described: The cause of aver- 
sion, etc. In other words, the cause of aversion to 
what brings on pain is the notion of its being product- 
ive of what is extremely repugnant ; and the notion of 
its producing highly desirable results is an obstacle 
(to aversion). Hence there is no aversion to cooking 
etc., which cause trouble in the interim. 


^ V/liat is extremely repugnant. 
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The followers of the Teacher (Prabhakara) hold 
that the notion of feasibility is the cause of inclination. 
To explain: In order to produce inclination, nothing 
further is necessary for knowledge than the desire to 
do, and that is caused by the notion of feasibility 
through one’s effort ] for it is a rule that desire is caused 
by a notion that has the same feature as itself. Now 
the desire to do is a wish of which feasibility through 
one’s effort is a feature. In this, feasibility through 
one’s effort is a feature, and a notion that has the 
same feature is the cause of the desire to do and, 
through that, of inclination. It is not that the notion 
of its conduciveness to what is desirable is the cause 
of inclination ; for then there would be an inclination 
for such acts as bringing down the lunar orb, which is 
beyond one’s power to do. 

Objection (by the logician) : The notion that it 
is beyond one’s power to do is an obstacle. 

Reply (by the Mimainsaka) : Not so ; for it is 
simpler to conceive that the notion of feasibility 
through one’s effort is the cause, rather than the 
absence of the obstacle.^ It cannot be urged that both 
together are the cause, since it would be cumbrous. 

Objection (by the logician): According to you 
also, there would be an inclination for eating a food 
\vitb which honey and poison are mixed, and for 
saluting a road-side tree® {caitya) ", for there also is the 
notion of their feasibility. 

^ For the alternative cause would be: the notion of con* 
duciveness to what is desirable, as qualified by the absence o 
the notion of its unfeasibility. , 

* That is not consecrated. Caitya may also mean 
sepulchre of Buddhist saints.' 
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ing more pain than what intervenes^ before the appear- 
ance of the desired thing, or not producing that pain 
which is the object of strong aversion. 

Reply (by the IVIimarhsaka) : Not so ; for con- 
duciveness to what is desirable and feasibility through 
one's effort cannot be apprehended together, since 
being an attainable end and being the means are 
contradictory. Only that which has not been accom- 
plished is attainable, and only what is already accom- 
plished can be the means (to what is desirable). A 
thing cannot be known by the same person to be both 
accomplished and unaccomplished at the same time. 
Therefore the two are apprehended at different times. 

Objection (by the logician) : Not so ; since for 
the sake of simplicity the cause (of inclination) is the 
notion of feasibility through one's effort, combined 
with that of being a means to what is desirable, with- 
out producing highly undesirable consequences. And 
there is no contradiction between the same thing bemg 
an end and a means ; for there can be no contradiction 
in its being an end or a means at different times, and 
we can simultaneously have the notion of a thing being 
an end and a means. The new school (of Mimaih- 
sakas), however, maintains that the notion, 'This is 
feasible through my effort,’ is not a cause of inclina- 
tion, since such knowledge is impossible with regard to 
something that is yet to come.® But when a man 

^ Such as the trouble of lighting a fire and getting 
together the accessories of cooking. 

- Because in such a case, if connection due to common 
features is not admitted, perception is impossible. And 
because there is no knowledge of the subject, e. g. a jar, 
inference is impossible. 
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to the notion of their conduciveness to what is desir- 
able. 

Effort {krti) again (in the • above paragraphs) is 
to be understood as inclination.^ Hence there is no 
inclination for the movements of the five vital forces, 
which are due to the effort (yatna) that sustains life. 
Thus for the sake of their being the cause of inclina- 
tion, injunctions also mean only conduciveness to what 
is desirable, and so on. Hence also, in passages like, 
‘ One should perform the Viivajit sacrifice,' even where 
no result is mentioned by the Srutis, heaven is assumed 
to be that result. 

Objection: In passages like, ‘One should daily 
perform the sandhyd ceremony,’ since no desirable 
result is produced, how can there be inclination? It 
cminot be urged that the result in question is either 
the world of Brahman etc. mentioned in the eulogistic 
passages, or the absence of any demerit®; for in that 
case it would be an optional activity for self-satisfac- 
tion, which would mar its character as a regular 
obligatory rite ; while in the absence of desire nobody 
would care to do it. Thus, where there is mention of 
results in the Srutis, it is mere eulogy. 

Reply : Not so ; for as in the case of reverential 
offerings to the departed ancestors during an eclipse, 
for instance, there is no contradiction between their 
characters as regular {nitya) and occasional {naimittika) 
obligatory rites,^ so there is none* between the charac- 

* Tiiat is, not the other two divisions of effort. 

® Arising from its omission. 

® They are regular obligatory rites, but at the same time 
have reference to the occasion, viz. an eclipse. 

'* A fact denied by the hllmamsakas. 
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Thus,^ ‘ But those who, being keen on their vows, ever 
perform the sandhyd ceremony, are freed from their 
sins and go to the peaceful world of Brahman,’ and, 
‘With a view to causing satisfaction to the departed 
ancestors . . . one should daily make reverential offer- 
ings to them’ {Manu-Smrti III. 83) — ^let such things 
alone be the result. It cannot be questioned how the 
satisfaction of the ancestors can be the result, since it 
is not co-existent (with the act)®; for as in the case of 
the reverential offerings to the ancestors made at Gaya, 
etc., sometimes an action is conceiced to produce results 
that relate only to the person for whom it is intended. 
Hence it is stated, ' The results mentioned in the scrip- 
tures accrue to the doer of the action — this is the 
general rule.’® If, however, the ancestors are already 
liberated,-* then the performer himself attains heaven as 
the result ; for all regular and occasional obligatory 
rites have the general result of leading to heaven. 

Again, inclination (to act even) for the sake of a 
barren extraordinary result is not possible ; for the latter 
is neither itself an end of human life, like pleasure or 
the absence of pain, nor a means to it. Should it be 
asked how, in order to ward off demerit, there can be 
inclination, the answer is, in the following manner: 
Just as when regular obligatory rites are done, the 
(previous) non-existence of demerit continues, and in 

^ The eulogistic passages are being illustrated. 

® The act abides in the son, and the satisfaction in the 
ancestors. 

* Cf. Purva-Mimdmsa Sutras III. vii. 18. 

* In which case the reverential offerings made at Gaya, 
which help departed souls to get a new body, have no mean- 
ing for them. 
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to what is desirable nor that of feasibility through one's 
effort? 

Reply: Not so. There, owing to contradiction,^ 
the meaning of the injunction is not conduciveness (of 
the act) to what is desirable, or its feasibility through 
one’s effort, but only not being attended with highly 
undesirable consequences,® and the negative particle 
indicates the absence of that. Or the meaning of the 
injunction is feasibility through one's effort, along with 
conduciveness to what is desirable, that is not attended 
with highly undesirable consequences. And the nega- 
tion of that, conveyed by the negative particle, is the 
negation of a qualified entity, which, applied to a case 
where the thing specified® is present, is reduced* to a 
negation of the qualification.® 

Objection: In passages like, ‘Wishing to kill an 
enemy, one should perform the Syena sacrifice,’ how 
can the meaning be ‘not being attended with highly 
undesirable consequences’? For the Syena sacrifice, 
being an activity contributing to death, is doing injury 

1 Since eating this flesh is both agreeable and feasible. 

- Viz. suffering from hell as a result of the sin incurred 
by eating the forbidden meat. 

® Viz. eating that kind of meat with which are associated 
conducivencss to what is desirable and the rest. 

The negation of something that is qualified virtually 
signifies the absence of the thing specified when the specifica- 
tion is present, that of the specification when the thing speci- 
fied is present, and that of both when both are wanting. Here 
it is the second alternative. 

® That is, absence of being attended with highly undesir- 
able consequences. 
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although the Syena sacrifice, being enjoined by the 
scriptures, does not lead to sin, good people have no 
inclination for it, anticipating the subsequent sin. But 
in the opinion of the Acarya (Udayana), the meaning 
of an injunction is the intention of a trustworthy 
person {dpta).^ Just as sentences like, 'You should 
cook,’ convey desire in the form of an order, etc., 
similarly every vidhilin suf&x signifies desire; for this 
is simpler. Thus in sentences like, 'One who desires 
heaven must perform sacrifices ’ [Tdndya Br. XVI. iii. 
3, etc.), the meaning is that sacrifices are desired by a 
trustworthy person as being feasible through the effort 
of one who desires heaven. Therefore a man infers 
from the fact of an action being desired by a trust- 
worthy person, that it is a means to what is desirable, 
and so on, and feels inclined to it. Since that is 
wanting with regard to eating the meat of an animal 
killed with a poisoned weapon, he has no inclination 
for it. To one who does not admit that the Vedas are 
not the work of a person, the injunctions alone are — 
like conception in the case of a maiden — a proof of the 
Sruti's connection with a person.® The fact that no 
author of the Vedas is recalled, is no bar (to their 
springing from a person); for to this day we find rather 
a mention of their author by Kapila, Kanada and 
others. Otherwise even the Smriis would be regarded 
as being without any authors. Should it be urged that 
therein is a mention of their authors, the answer is that 
in the Vedas too there is indeed a mention of their 

^ God or a sage. 

- An injunction is the intention of a trustworthy person. 
The Vedic injunctions cannot obviously be the intention of 
persons like ourselves ; hence they must be attributed to God. 
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The effort, etc. — The effort that sustains life con- 
tinues throughout life, and it is beyond the senses. 
A proof of this is being stated: It is described, etc. 
The movement of the vital force, in the form of quick- 
ened respiration, for instance, is brought about by 
effort. Thus the inference that all movements of the 
vital force are due to effort, coupled with the fact that 
visible effort is contradicted (by experience), estab- 
lishes the existence of imperceptible effort. That is the 
effort that sustains life. 

Weight, Liquidity and Oiliness 

11 II 

153 . Weight is imperceptible to the senses. 
It abides in tiie two substances beginning with 
earth. It is transitory in transitory things, and 
is spoken of as eternal in eternal things. 

Weight is being described : Weight, etc. It is said, 
etc — It, i. e. weight, is transitory in transitory things, 
beginning with dyads. Eternal in eternal things, i. e. 
in atoms. The word 'weight' is to be supplied from 
above. 


53X1^(13? 11 II 

154 . In the action called falling, it is that 
which is the non-inherent (cause). Liquidity is 
natural as also artificial. 
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ity is produced by the conjunction of fire, and it 
occurs in fire in the form of gold etc. and in (varieties 
of) earth such as clarified butter and lac. This is the 
meaning (of artificiality). Liquidity, etc. Cause— i.e. 
non-inherent cause. Formation of a lump — a particu- 
lar kind of conjunction of fried powdered barley etc. 
It — ^liquidity, which should be understood as being 
mixed with oiliness. Hence there can be no formation 
of a lump with molten gold etc. 

li II 

157. Oiliness exists in water. It is eternal 
in an atom, and it is transitory in an aggregate. 
Because of its abundance in oil, the latter helps 
combustion. 

Oiliness is being described: Oilifiess, etc. In 
water — ^i. e. in water alone. It (in Tt is transitory') 
refers to oiliness. It may be contended that even in 
a modification of earth, viz. oil, oiliness is perceived, 
and it is not a property of water, since in that case 
it would thwart combustion. This is being answered: 
Because of, etc. Its abundance — the abundance of 
oiliness. Even the oiliness that is perceived in oil 
indeed belongs to water.* That it helps combustion is 
on account of its abundance. For it is only owing to 
its minute quantity of oiliness that water extinguishes 
fire. This is the idea. 



* To the elemeat of water that is in oil. 
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159. The tendency called elasticity abides in 
earth. Some (consider it to be present) in all the 
four (substances). It should be regarded as 
beyond the senses. Sometimes it is the cause of 
movement also. 

The tendency, etc ^Because the return (to their 

former position) of branches etc. that have been pulled 
and let go, is caused by elasticity. Some, etc. — Some 
consider elasticity to be present in the four (sub- 
stances), beginning with earth. The idea is that the 
view is incorrect. It (in ‘It should be,' etc.) refers to 
elasticity. Sometimes — as for instance in the case of 
a branch that has been pulled. 

qfiKDf ¥1^ I) \io I) 

160. The tendency called impression {bhd- 
vand) abides in the soul and is imperceptible to 
the senses. Certitude that is not of the nature of 
indifference is its cause. 

The tendency, etc. Its — of the tendency. Since 
knowledge of the nature of indifference does not give 
rise to any tendency, the text says: That is not of the 
nature of indifference. Since doubt that is not of the 
nature of indifference cannot produce any tendency, 
the word ‘ certitude ’ is used. So it comes to this that 
certitude other than indifference, as such, is the cause 
of tendency. 

Objection: Certitude other than indifference, as 
such, is the cause of recollection ; hence in a case of 
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urged that since the respective tendencies are the cause 
of recognition, the latter, being produced by tendency, 
is reduced^ to recollection; for there is no corrobora- 
tive argument. Others,- however, say that since un- 
awakened tendency does not lead to recognition, 
instead of assuming awakened tendency to be the cause, 
it is better to assume that the respective recollections 
are the cause of recognition. 

Merit and Demerit 

I) I n 

i6i (contd.). The unseen result is merit and 
demerit. Merit is what leads to heaven etc. 

The unseen result is being described ; unseen 
result, etc. Heaven etc , — That is to say, merit is the 
means of attaining all enjoyable things such as heaven, 
and the bodies etc. that lead to (the enjoyment of) 
heaven. 

jra: n ii 

162. It is said to be the operation (vyapdra) 
of such acts as a bath in the Ganges and sacri- 
fices. It is considered to be destroyed by the 
touch of the water of the Karmanasa, and so on. 

To furnish a proof of that, the text says: The 
operation, etc. Merit is inferred as the operation of 

^ While, as a matter of fact, it is perception, and not 
recollection. 

® Gahgeia Upadhyaya, the author of the Tatlva-cintamani, 
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is not a superfluity.^ Immediate antecedence is (a 
condition) of the causality of the conjunction of the 
eye (and the object), and so on, but not everywhere,® 
just as presence at the time when the effect takes place 
is (a condition) of the causality of an inherent cause.® 
This is being answered: It is considered,, etc. If 
indeed there were no extraordinary result, then merit 
would not be subject to destruction by the touch of 
the water of the Karmana4a, and so on ; for the touch 
and so forth can neither destroy nor obstruct the 
sacrifices etc., these being already accomplished facts. 
This is the idea. This also refutes the view that the 
satisfaction of the gods is the only result.® Besides, 
the satisfaction of the gods is not always possible 
through acts like a bath in the Ganges, and although 
the gods are sentient beings, their satisfaction is not 
the end in view. Moreover, satisfaction, being a form 
of pleasure, is impossible in the case of Visnu, for 
instance, since no pleasure that is caused exists in Him. 
Hence the term ‘ the satisfaction of Visnu’ means only 
heaven etc., contemplated by the opponents,® which 
are due to the satisfaction of Visnu. 

> Which is the definition of a cause. 

- So admitting heaven etc. to be the result of sacrifices 
and so forth, there is no need to assume any operation, such 
as destruction or the extraordinary result, to ensure that the 
cause is immediately antecedent to the effect. 

“ But not of a non-inherent cause. 

*■ Of such acts as a bath in the Ganges and sacrifices. 

^ The Mimiimsakas. 
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destroyed by experience through multiple bodies 
assumed by them. 

Reply: Not so; for there experience is but 
suggestive of all means of destruction inculcated by the 
scriptures. How otherwise can actions be destroyed 
by expiation etc. ? This has been stated in the 
passage, 'The fire of knowledge (reduces to ashes) all 
actions,’ etc. {Gita IV. 38). Also, ‘His actions are 
destroyed when He who is both high and low is real- 
ised’ {Mund. Vp. II. ii. 8). 

Objection: Then, for a man of realisation, there 
can be neither continuation of the body nor pleasure 
and pain, since all his actions are destroyed by knowl- 
edge. 

Reply : Not so ; for the destruction is only of 
actions other than the prdrabdha. And prdfabdha^ is 
that action which leads to the enjoyments and suffer- 
ings in the present body. The dictum, 'Actions are 
never,’ etc. refers to that. 

Sound 

164 (contd.). Sound is inarticulate and artic- 
ulate. Inarticulate sound is that which is pro- 
duced from a drum etc. 

^ II II 

165. Sounds such as ka that are produced 
by the conjunction of the throat, and so on, are 

^ Lit. what has already begun to bear fruit. 
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tion, ‘ This is that ka/ it apprehends its belong- 
ing to the same class. 

It may be urged that since sound is eternal, it is 
improper to speak of its origination. This is being 
answered; Sound w, etc. That is to say, sound is 
transitory, because it is related to our notion about its 
origin and destruction. It may be urged that sound is 
eternal, since we recognise that this is the same ka, and 
so on ; so our notion about the origin and destruction 
of sound is but an error. This is being answered: 
Belonging to the same class: There the object of the 
recognition is the fact of (the sound ka) belonging to the 
same class as the first, and not that of its identity with 
the first individual ; for that would contradict the above 
notion. Thus both‘ the notions are correct. 

^ TO f| 5i: II II 

i6S. Because it" is noticeable even among 
things of the same class, as for instance in the 
notion, ‘(This is) that medicine.’ Therefore we 
maintain that all articulate sounds are indeed 
transitory. 

It may be asked : Where is the recognition, 'This 
is that,’ noticeable among things of the same class? 
This is being answered : Because it is, etc. That is to 
say, because we notice (e.\pressions like), ‘The very 
medicine that I made was made by another also.' 


* The notion of origination and tlie recognition. 
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aprama: invalid knowledge, error 
abhighata: impact 
arthapatti: presumption 
alaukika: supernormal 

avacchedaka: determinant, the distinguishing charac- 
teristic 

avacchinna: determined 

avayava: part 

avayavin: aggregate, whole 

avyapti: too narrow application 

avyapya-vrtti : of partial extensity 

asamavayin ; non-inherent 

asadharana : uncommon fa kind of fallacy) 

asiddha; unfounded (a kind of fallacy) 

akamksa: expectancy 

aka^a: ether 

apta; a trustworthy person 
arambhaka: productive 
^aya-vijnana : ego-consciousness 
^raya: substratum 
asatti: contiguity 
ista: desirable 
istapatti: welcome objection 
udbhuta: manifested 
upauita-bhana : spontaneous presentation 
upamana: comparison (the instrument) 
upamiti : knowledge based on comparison 
upasthiti: knowledge 
upadana: material or inherent cause 
upadhi: (i) a general property other than the generic 
attribute (jati); (2) a limiting adjunct ; (3) a vicious 
condition 
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nairaittika: artificial 
nodana: soundless contact 

paksa: subject, that in which something is inferred, 
the thing denoted by the minor term 
paksata; the condition constituting a subject 
paksa-dharmata : presence in the subject 
pada: word 

padartha: (i) category; ( 2 ) the thing denoted by a 
word 

paratva; distance in time or place 
paramanu; atom 

parampara-sambandha : indirect relation 
paramarSa: consideration, the knowledge that a con- 
comitant of the thing to be inferred is in the subject 
paiyapti; collective extensity 
paka : change under heat 
pariraandalya ; atomicity, dimension of an atom 
pariiesya: the principle of residuum 
purusa: soul 
prakarana: context 

prakara: feature, the adjectival part of an object of 
knowledge 

prakrti : Nature, the material cause of the universe 
pradhvaihsabhava : non-existence pertaining to destruc- 
tion 

pracaya: accumulation, loose conjunction 

pratiyogin : (i) counterpositive, that which is negated ; 

( 2 ) that which rests on something else (a7iuyogm) 
pratyaksa: perception (the instrument as well as the 
knowledge) 

pratyabhijna : recognition 
pratyaya : notion 
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vasana: impression left in the mind 
vijnana; consciousness 
vijnana-vada : idealism 
vinigamana: conclusive reasoning 
vipaksa : contrary instance 
vipaiyasa: illusion, error 
vipratipatti ; dispute 
vibhaga: disjunction 
vibhu: omnipresent 

viruddha: contradictory, where the subject has the 
thing to be inferred, but not the reason 
vidista-buddhi : notion regarding a qualified entity 
vi^esa: ultimate difference 
vi^esana: a qualification, a qualif3nng attribute 
videsanata: attributiveness 
vi^esya: substantive 
visaya: object 
visayin: knowledge 

visarhvadin: unsuccessful, belying one’s e;q)ectation 
vrtti : (i) existence, abiding ; (2) significative function 
vega: impulse 
vai^istya: relation 
vaidharmya: divergence 
vyakti: individual 
vyatireka: method of difference 
vyatireka-vyapti : negative invariable concomitance 
vyabhicara: inconstancy, where the subject has the 
reason, but not the thing to be inferred 
vyapaka; inclusive 

vyapara: operation, intermediate cause 
vyapti: (i) invariable concomitance; (2) a general pro- 
position 
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sadhya : the thing to be inferred, the thing denoted by 
the major term 

samagri : the totaKty of causes 
samanya: see jdti 

s^anya-laksana : based on a common feature 

s^siddhika; natural 

siddha: established, proved 

siddhi: certainty about the thing to be inferred 

sisadhayisa: the desire to infer 

sthanu; the stump of a tree 

sthiti-sthapaka : elasticity 

sneha: oiliness 

sphota: transcendental word-essence 
smrti : (i) recollection ; (2) sacred literature based on 
the Vedas 

syandana: dripping, trickling 
svarupa-sambandha ; the relation of selfsameness 
svarupa-yogyata : potential causality 
hetu : reason or groimd for inference, the thing denoted 
by the middle term 
hetvabhasa: fallacy 
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Dimension. 8 ; superlative. 22 
n.. 32-33 ; medium, 89, 91 ; 
described. 201-205 
Dinakaii, 28 n. 

Disinclination — See Effort 
Disjunction, 8 ; divisions oi. 

208-211 
Dispute, 215 
Distance, 211-212 
Doubt, 213-215 ; is removed 
by argument, 225-226 
Ear, an instrument of percep- 
tion, 83 : object of, 83 ff. 
Earth, 8, 31, 34. 36 ; qualities 
of. 39 ; described. 40-49 ; 
change in it through the 
action of fire, 191-19S 
Earthhood, 40-41 
Effort, 8 ; the three varieties 
of, 243-256 

Elasticity, described, 259-260. 

See also Tendency 
Elements, 32 ff., 38 
Error — See Invalid knowledge 
Ether, 8, 32 ff., 34 ; qualities 
of, 39 : described, 59-61 
Expansion, 10 

Expectancy (of words), 170-171 
Experience, forms of, 79 ff. 
Eye, an instrument of per- 
ception 84 ; objects of, 84 ff. 
Fallacy, five kinds of, 129 ; 
defined. 130-132 ; an alter- 
native definition. 132 ; its 
varieties according to the 
new school, 132 ff.; of the 
inconstant reason, 132-133 ; 
of the contradictory reason, 
*33-134 J of the counter- 


balanced reason, 134-136 ,* of 
rmfoundedness, 136-137, 143- 
145 ; of incongruity, 138- 
140, 145 ; its varieties ac- 
cording to the old school, 
141-145 ; of the common and 
the uncommon reason, 141- 
142 ; of the inconclusive and 
the contradictory reason, 

133, 142-143 

Fire, 8, 31, 34, 36 ; qualities 
of, 38-39 ; described, 54-57 
GangeSa Upadhyaya, on cate- 
gories, 6 n.; on denotative 
function, 157 

Generic attribute, 6 ; described, 
11-12 ; and denotative func- 
tion of words, 154-156 
Gttd, 77, 78 

God, proof of the existence of, 
4-5 : His knowledge 35 ff.; 
qualities of, 39 ; and soul- 
hood, 65 ; and time and 
space, 65 n.; separate from 
individual souls, 72 ff. 

Gunas, 77 n. 

Illusion, 213-214 
Implication, 158-165 explain- 
ed, 158-159 ; double, 160 ; 
where it lies, 161-165 
Impression(s), described, 259- 
262 ; cause recollection and 
recognition, 261-262 ; cause 
merit and demerit, 265-266. 
See also Tendency 
Impulse, 31 ; described, 259- 
See also Tendency 
Inclination — See Effort 
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Materialist(ic), view on body 
as sentient, 66 S. 

Merit(s) (and demerit), 8 ; leads 
to heaven etc., 262 ; is an 
operation, 262-264 •' describ- 
ed, 262-265 ; are cause of 
valid knowledge, 216, 217- 
2i8 

hllraam5aka(s), view on infer- 
ence refuted, 106 S.; 144 ; 
on denotative function, 15 1- 
152 ; on the intrinsic validity 
of knowledge, 221 ff.; on 
presumption, 238 n.; on 
effort, 244 ff.; on various 
rites, 248 ff. See also the 
Bhatia and the Prabhakara 
school of Mimaihsakas 
Mind, 8, 31 ; qualities of, 39 ; 
not sentient, 68 ; objects of, 
85, 89 ; described, 175-176 
Moment, 63-64, 192 n. 

Motion, 10 

Muiidaka Upanisad. 5, 74 
Murari MiSra, on knowledge, 
221 

Nearness, 8 ; described, 2rr- 
212 

Non-e-^istence, 6, 12 n., 15 ; 
mutual, r6 ; of relationship, 
4, 4 n., 16-17 ; varieties of, 
16-17 ; is different from its 
substratum, 18-19 : percep- 
tion of, 94, 97-99 
Nose, 83 : objects of, 83 
Number, 8 ; i98-2or 
Nyaya Philosophy, 6, 41 
Nyaya-handali, 202 


Nydya-husumanjalt. 78 n., 263 
n. 

Nyayd-Siitras, 6 n., 77 n., "Sr 
n., 88 

Oiliness, 8 ,* described, 258 
Omnipresence, 32 
Operation, defined, 94 n.; its 
six varieties in perception, 
93 ff.; its three varieties in 
supernormal perception, 99 ff- 
Organs, 89, 91 
Padma-Purana. 188 n. 

Pain, 8 ; described, 240 
Perceptibility, 36 ff. 

Perception, 81-104; defined, 8r- 
83 ; six kinds of, 81, 83 ; 
distinguished from other 
forms of knowledge, 81-83 ; 
its six instruments and their 
objects, 83-90 ; modes of, 
91-99 : supernormal, 99-104 : 
obstacle to, 129 ; merit in, 
217 

Pleasure, 8 ; described, 240 
Power, its refutation as a cate- 
gory, 6-7 

Prabhakara, on the self-efful- 
gence of knowledge, 221 
Prabhakara school of Mlmam- 
sakas, the, on the apprehen- 
sion of the denotative func- 
tion of words, 152: on verbal 
apprehension, 168 ; on effort, 
244 ff., 249 n. See also 
MImaihsaka 

Prafastapada, commentary of, 
59 n- 

Pratiyogin, 20 n. 
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Superfluity, 23 n.; five varieties 
of, 26-30 ; essential, 29-30 
Superior(ity), ii, 12 
Supernormal connection, 99 fE*: 
a cause of erroneous percep- 
tion, 224 

Taittirlya Upanisad. 
Tdndya-Brdhmana, 254 
Taste, 8, 36 ff., described. 189- 
190 

Tattva-cintdmani, 6 n. 

Tendency. 8 ; described, 259- j 
262 

Time. 8, 32 ; qualities of. 39 *. 
described, 61-64 ; and space 
and God. 65 n. 

Tongue, an instrument of per- 
ception, 83 : object of, 83 ff. 
Touch, 8, 32 ; described, 188- 
190 

Transcendental word-essence. 

the theory of, refuted, 168 
Udayana(-acarya), 12 n., 22, 
78 n.. 202, 254, 263 
Ultimate difference, 6, I2 n.; 
described, 13 

Unseen result, 8, 8 n., 249 n.; 

described, 262-266 
Upadhi — See Characteristic and j 
Vicious condition 
Upantdna-cintamani, 6 
Vaibh^ika school of Buddhism, 
the, 71 

Vai^esika Philosophy, cate- 
gories according to, 2. 6 ; on 
change in atoms of earth, 
41 ; on the notion of duality, 
73 n.; perception of inherence 
according to, 97 ; change, in 


earth through the action of 
fire according to, 191 ff.; on 
verbal testimony and com- 
parison, 232-233 

Vatsyayana, 6 n. 

Vedanta(-ist), view of soul re- • 
futed, 72-75 ; view on pre-^ 
sumption, 238 n. 

Vedas, on invocation, 3 fi. 

Verbal comprehension. 148-172; , 
instrument of, 148 ; opera- 
tion of. 148 : and denotative 
function of words, 149-158 » 
and implication, 158-166 ; 
means of, 166-172 ; and the 
theory of transcendental 
word-essence, 168 ; merit in, 
218 

Verbal testimony, a means of 
valid knowledge, 232-233 ; 
Vai^esika view on, 232 
Vicious condition, explained, 
227-229 ; utility of, 229-23^ 
ViSvanatha, 2 

Water, 8, 31. 34. 3^ ; qualities 
of, 39 ; described. 49-54 
Weight, 8, 36 ff-: described, 
256-257 

Word(s). denotative function 
of. 149 kinds of, 

156-158 ; and their implica- 
tion. 158-165 ; contiguity of. 
166-169 ; consistency of, 10 . 
169-170 : expectancy of, 17°- 
171 ; intention of, i7f-^7® 
Yogic perception — ^See Super 
normal perception 
j Yogin, 22. 102-104, 201 





